
1950 CON.ORESSIONAL RECORD-HOJJSE 13853 
Itley O. Fowler, Royal City, Va., in place 

of I. O. Fowler, resigned. 

WASHINGTON 

Daniel G. Donovan, Monroe, Wash., in place 
of T. P. Hickman, resigned. 

William R. Allhands, Sedro Woolley, Wash., 
in place of Paul Rhodius, retired. 

. WEST VIRGINIA . 

Benjamin L. Frye, Wardensville, W. Va., in 
place of M. W. Orndorff, retired. 

Robert J. Stoetzer, Wellsburg, W. Va., in 
·place of J. V. Emig, retired. 

Robert W. Curry, White Sulphur Springs, 
W. Va., in place of S. J. Richter, deceased. 

WISCONSIN 

Robert C. Davenport, Okauchee, Wis., in 
place of M. 0. Bartelme, retired. 

Fred J. French, Prescott, Wis., in place 
of William Murray, retired. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 30, 1950 

The House met ·at 12 o'clock noori. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 
. Almighty God, daily Thou art reveal
ing Thy greatness and Thy goodness. 
Grant that in these revelations we may 

· see more clearly that Thou art able and 
1
·willing to give us all that Thou hast 
promised and confer upon us every

. thing we need. 
· May we never yield to that devastat
ing mood of fatalism and defeatism 
which makes us feel that our faith is 
vain and that all our plans and efforts 
to build a nobler civilization will be 
futile. 

We pray that we may be loyal co
workers with Thee and with one another. 
Inspire us with clear vision and un
daunted courage. Give us a faith which 
casts out fear and a hope which defies 
despair. 

To Thy name, through Christ our Lord, 
we give all the praise. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
McDaniel, its enrolling clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

S. 4029. An act to amend the Selective 
Service Act of 1948, as amended, so as to 
provide for special registration, classification, 
and induction of certain medical, dental, and 
allied specialist categories, and for other 
purposes. 

DEPENDENTS ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1950 

Mr. VINSON submitted a conference 
report anq statement on the bill <S. 
4071) to provide allowances for depend
ents of enlisted members of the uni
formed services, to suspend certain pro'.. 
visions of the career Compensation Act 
of 1949, and for other purposes. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, I as~ 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In-
diana? · 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. JACOBS addressed the House. His 

remarks appear in the Appe;tldix. l 
SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
a special order to address the House to
day. I ask unanimous consent that that 
special order be transferred over until 
tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER. · Is there objection 
to the. request of the gentleman from 
Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MADDEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 30 
minutes on Friday next, fallowing the 
legislative program and any special or
ders heretofore entered. 

GENERAL MACARTHUR 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection: 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the 

haste with which President Truman 
apologized to General MacArthur proves 
that the President was wrong when he 
ordered MacArthur to withdraw his let
ter to the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

The almost unanimous approval which 
the American people are giving to Gen
eral MacArthur's action prove that he 
was absolutely right in every respect. 

Mr. Speaker, when? Oh when is the 
President going to be strong enough to 
rid himself and the country of Dean 
Acheson and his tribe? Everybody even 
a wayfaring man knows that Acheson's 
foreign policy whatever it may be has 
brought us into a bloody war. This war 
has potentialties that have brought ter
rific unrest to our people everywhere. 
It threatens the foundations of the Re
public. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no question but 
that political advantage is the measuring 
rule that the President and all of his 
White House cohorts apply to their every 
action. 

It should not require a national elec
tion to convince them of their folly. 
Many American boys will die on the 
battlefield in the meantime. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. WILSON of Indiana asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 5 minutes today, following the legis
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore · entered. 

licans are isolationists, that they were 
against aid to Korea, that they were for 
cutting· off aid to Greece and Turkey, and 
they were against the North Atlantic 
Pact and also China. 

Mr: HUBER. Mr. Speaker, a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman knows 
the rules. He should not ref er to Mem
bers of the other body. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is just say
ing to the gentleman to proceed in order. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I want you 
to know that when we got into World 
War I the President of that day was 
elected on the plea that he would keep 
us out of war. The Democrats got us into 
World War I. When we got into World 
War II the President at that time said: 

I promise you mothers again and again 
and again your sons will not fight on foreign 
soil. 

Who got us into World War II? A 
Democrat. Who is responsible for get
ting us into the Korean war? Nobody 
but the President of the United States
a . Democrat. Congress had no say in 
it whatever. With the war record of the 
Democrats in the past 35 years is it not 
dishonest to say the Republicans are re
sponsible for this war record of the 
Democratic Party. I say it is dishonest, 
dishonorable, and · an untruth of the 
greatest magnitude. Are you satisfied · 
with the aid given to Russia by Uncle 
Sam to the tune of over $12,500,000,000 
in lend-lease? Are you satisfied with the 
two and one-half billion of American dol
lars you gave to China, besides the Amer
ican lives lost in delivering the goods 
to China? Are you satisfied with the 
great national debt of $260,000,000,000 . 
created by the inability of the Democrats 
to run the country economically? Are 
you satisfied with the Democratic high 
taxes? Are you satisfied with the Demo
cratic high prices? Are you satisfied 

·with Democratic waste and extrava
gance? If you are satisfied with this 
bad situation then give the Democrats 
credit. Are you satisfied to have your 
sons killed in Korea? For what? If you 
want to get out of war and keep out of 
war beware of New Deal, Fair Deal, "raw
deal" Democrats. Americans, a word to 
the wise is sufficient. 

THE LATE CHARLES G. BINDERUP 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne ... 

WHO GETS us INTO WARS? braska? 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- There was no objection. 

imous consent to address the House for Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, it becomes 
) minute and to revise and extend my my sad duty to announce to the House 
i·emarks. the death of a former Member of this 
' The SPEAKER. Is there objection to body, the Honorable Charles G. Binder
the request of the gentleman from Penn- up, who served with distinction in the 
$ylvania? Seventy-fourth and Seventy.,.fifth Con-

There was no objection. gresses. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. ~:peaker, last night a Mr. Binderup was elected on the Dem-

pemocrat from another body opened his ocratic ticket from the then Fourth Con
j;Jolitical campaign in Maryland by mak... gressional District of Nebraska. 
ing a great plea to the people to elect Charles G. Binderup was born in Hor-
)lim again and stated that the Repub~ sens, Denmark, March 5, 1873. He came . 
~ ___ .. _ ' .. - . .. _.,,_ _1_ .... --~-__.._._ 
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.to America as a child of 6 months. His 
parents settled in Nebraska. Mr. Binder
up was a life-long resident of my home
town, Minden~ Nebr. He engaged in 
business in Minden for many, many 
years. He was extremely well-known 
and had many friends. . 

Mr. Charles G. Binderup was an ener
getic.citizen, a good speaker, and was 
intensely interested in the economy and 
politics of the country .. As a Member 
of Congress, he was widely known for his 
work in connection with our monetary 
system. He gave special attention to all 
the problems of agriculture and actively 
and successfully promoted the expan
sion of irrigation. 

Mr. Binderup died at Minden, August 
19, 1950, at the age of 77. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that I speak for 
every Member who served here with Mr. 
Binderup in expressing our sorrow at his 
passing. We extend to his . wif~ and 
daughters our deepest sympathy. 

MRS. HENRY DOORLEY 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne
braska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 

Speaker, in his remarks, yesterday, the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PATMAN] 
listed as a member of the advisory 
board of the Committee for Con
stitutional Government the name of 
Mrs. Henry Doorley, wife of the edi
tor of the Omaha <Nebr.) World-Her
ald. For the benefit of the Members of 
the House I would like to further identify 
this estimable lady. Mrs. Henry Door
ley is the daughter of the late, great 
Senator from Nebraska, the Honorable 

. Gilbert M. Hitchcock, who served the 
Democratic Party long and brilliantly 
in both Houses of Congress. Need I re
mind the Members that Senator Hitch
cock was the author of the party plat
form on which Franklin Roosevelt was 
elected in 1932 but which, after he was 
inaugurated, he immediately threw into 
the ashcan. He led the fight for the 
Federal Reserve Bank and other for
ward looking legislation in the admin
istration of Woodrow Wilson. The cap
ture of his beloved party by the New Deal 
was a bitter disappointment to him. 
Since his passing his daughter has striven 
mightily to carry out his ideals and his 
passion for constitutional government. 

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the managers 
on the part of the House may have until 
midnight tonight to file a conference re
port on the bill H. R. 9176. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken
tucky? 

There was no objection. 
THE LATE AMBROSE J. KENNEDY 

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent · to address _ the 
House for 1 minute and to revise ahd 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to . 
the request of the gentleman from Mary
land? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Speaker, it is my 

sad duty to inform the House of the 
death of a former colleague with whom 
many of the now sitting Members served 
in this body. Day before yesterday the 
Honorable Ambrose J. Kennedy, a for.:. 
mer Member of this House from Mary
land, d.ied of a cerebral hemorrhage. Ali 
who knew Mr. Kennedy were saddened 
by his passing. He was an outstanding 
figure for years in Maryland life . and in 
Maryland politics. I had the privilege 
of serving in the Maryland Senate with 
him some years ago. He served there 
with fidelity and ability. He later served 
as parole commissioner of Maryland and 
was a member of the city council of his 
home city. He came here with a back.:. 
ground of valuable experience. While in 
this body he was chairman of the Com
mittee on Claims, and the ranking mem
ber of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. Mr. Kennedy was a force
ful, able Member of the House; a man of 
keen intellect. He had a keen intellect 
and genial personality and commanded 
the affection and esteem of his fellow 
Members. His passing will be a distinct 
loss to his State and to the Nation. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SASSCER. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I join with my 
friend in his expression of sorrow in the 
passing of Mr. Kennedy. He was one of 
the most striking personalities that I 
ever met. Everyone who served with 
him will remember not only his outstand
ing ability and his devotion to duty, but 
also that beaming friendship and that 
open countenance and that fine mind 
that he entertained for everyone. I join 
with the gentlemen in expressing to Mrs~ 
Kennedy and the loved ones he left be
hind· my deepest sympathy in their great 
loss. 

Mr. SASSCER. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Speaker, the sud
den and untimely death of my very good 
friend, Ambrose J. Kennedy, has brought 
me deep sorrow. I know Ambrose Ken
nedy and members of his family inti
mately, although I did not have the privi.:. 
lege, as some of you had, of serving with 
h im. But I did have the honor of being 
one of his constituents. He was known 
throughout his district as a man of 
courage and great ability. He was de
voted to the interest and betterment of 
the people he represented and possessed 
a most unusual knowledge and grasp of 
the problems of his congressional dis
trict and state. 

He was not only a friend and an out~ 
standing Representative to his constitu
ents but served also in a national capac
ity in Congress. He assumed his first 
public office when he became a member 
of the city council and in 1926 was eleCted 
to . the State senate. While a member 
of the senate, he was appointed parole 
commissioner by Governor Ritchie. In 
193.2, he became a Member of Congress 
and was returned to the Hquse of Repre
sentatives in 1934, 1936, and 1938, He 

was ranking member of the District of 
Columbia Committee and could have 
been chairman but gave up the chair
manship to retain the chairmanship of 
the Claims Committee. He was an ad
vocate of improved municipal gov
ernment for Washington. He became 
known as a real friend of the District, 
and was instrumental· in putting 
through legislation which gave the Dis
trict employees a holiday each Saturday, 
During the Seventy-fifth and Seventy
sixth Congresses, he was chairman of 
the Fiscal Affairs Subcommittee of the 
House District Committee and in that 
capacity, handled all of the tax bills. He 
successfully put through legislation giv
ing sabbatical leave to all the teachers in 
the District of Columbia. 

He had the ad~irati.on and respect of 
all who knew him and, particularly, the 
Members of Congress from Maryland 
who were so intimately associated with 
him. His sudden passing at the early 
age of 56 has ended a very useful and 
worth-while career. The Nation has lost 
an exponent of those principles of sound 
government which must be preserved if 
our democracy is to survive. I shall miss 
Ambrose Kennedy for I had great con
fidence in him and great respect for his 
opinion. 

I am sure that the Members of the 
House join with me in expressing my 
deepest sympathy to Mrs. Kennedy, to 
her children, and to his relatives and 
many friends. 

THE LATE- EARL CAPDOCK 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 mi:Ilute. · · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectioI) to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. · 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, my es,. 

teemed and beloved friend, Earl Cad
dock, has gone ·to his reward. Earl 
Caddock was a gentleman of the highest 
order, a good husband and father, and 
loyal friend. Earl Caddock was not only 
a former champion wrestler of the world; 
he was the ideal of many American boys, 
for he lived as clean as he wrestled. He 
was not only a champion wrestler, but he 
was a champion of fair play and of our 
Christian religion. I knew him well and 
admired him for all his fine qualities. 
He served his country with honor and 
credit in World War I. I grieve with his 
good wife and family and a great multi
tude of friends in Iowa and all over 
America. God rest his soul. 

WAR 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there obJection 
to the . request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. 

Speaker, I have before me what I think 
is the picture of the year. It shows a 
portion of that famous Alexandria Light 
Infantry marching off to war again. 
The title of the picture, which appeared 
in the Times-Herald this morning, says 
''Daddy's little girl does not want him 
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to say good-by," and this big staff ser
geant is carrying his daughter in the 
line of march. 

I was deeply touched by this picture 
because it seemed to me to be evidence 
of the fact that all of us are groping for 
an answer to this question of war. We · 
know that history is not on our side 
when we prepare and build up great 
armies. War has never been the answer. 
War never brings peace. . Think of it, 
these young men marching off to war a 
second time in less than 10 years. Bun
gled foreign policy by an inept Demo
cratic administration is r.esponsible. 

I am wondering, Mr. Speaker, if the 
time has not come for us to spend more 
time on our knees looking to the Master · 
for leadership and direction. Prayer 
could be the way to a just and lasting 
peace if we sincerely believe it. Let us 
try. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- . 
tleman from Wisconsin has expired. 
PERMISSION .TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and revise and extend my. 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is . there objection t ·J 
the request of the gentleman from Min
nesota? 

There- was no objection. 
[Mr. McCARTHY. addressed the House. 

His remarks a pp.ear in the Appendix. J 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker; I ask 

unanimous consent to addr_ess the House 
for 1 minute and revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 
- There was no objection. 
[M~. RANKIN addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
DISPOSING OF GOVERNMENT LOTS IN 

ST. MARKS, FLA. 
Mr. · PETERSON submitted a confer

ence report and statement on the bill 
(H. R. 8028) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to dispose of the remain
ing Government lots in the town site of 
St .. Marks, Fla. 

GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER 
NATIONAL MONUMENT 

Mr. PETERSON submitted the follow-· 
ing conference report and statement on 
the bill CH. R. 7302) to amend the act 
of July 14, 1943, relating to the establish
ment of the George· Washirigtori Carver 
National Monument, and for other pur
poses: 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak

er, a point of order. I make the point 
of order that a quorum is not present. 
· The SPEAKER. Evidently no quorum 
is present. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered,. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol
lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

[Roll No. 260] 
Angell Kearney 
Barden Kee 
Barrett, Wyo. Keefe 
Blackney Klein 
Bolton, Ohio Larcade 
Buckley, .N. Y. Latham 
Bulwinkle McCulloch 
Cooley McMillen, Ill. 
Crook Macy 
Davenport Martin, Iowa 
Davies, N. Y. Mason 
Davis, Wis. Miller, Calif. 
Dawson Morgan 
Dingell Morrison 
Durham . Moulder 
Engel, Mich. Murdock 
Gamble Murray, Wis. 
Gillette Nixon 
Gore Norton 
Hall, O'Konski 

Edwin Arthur Pace 
Hart Pfeifer, 
Hebert Joseph L. 
Hoffman, Mich. Pfeiffer, 
Holifield William L. 
Johnson Ph1llips, Tenn. 

Powell 
Quinn 
Rabaut 
Regan 
Rivers 
Roosevelt 
Saba th 
Sadowski 
Scott, 

HughD., Jr. 
Shelley 
Sikes 
Smathers 
Smith, Kans. 
Smith, Ohio 
Whitaker 
Wier 
W1lliams 
Winstead 
Withrow 
Yates 

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 360 
Members have answered to their names, 
a quorum. 

By unanimous consent, further pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. NOLAND asked and was g.i:ven 

permission to extend his remarks in two · 
separate instances and in-·each 'to include 
extraneous ma~ter. 

Mt. -sASSCER asked and was · given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances and include a resolution. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks and include an editorial from 
the New York Times entitled "That Chil
dren May Live." 

Mr.. MILLER of Maryland asked and 
was given permission ·to extend his ·re
marks. 

·Mr. STOCKMAN asked and was given 
permission · to extend his remarks and · 
include an article appearing in the 
Brooks-Scanlon Pine Echoes. 

Mr. TOLLEFSON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and . 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. REED of New York asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
in four instances and include extraneous 
matter. 
· Mr. GROSS asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a statement. . 
· Mr. DOLLIVER asked and was given 
permi.ssion to extend his remarks and 
include a letter written to a constituent. · 

Mr. WOLVERTON asked and · was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. BRYSON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a letter he received and his reply 
thereto. 

Mr. HERLONG asked and was g-iven 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a speech by his colleague, Mr. 
GEORGE SMATHERS. 

Mr. HAGEN asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and to 
include a resolution by the Fraternal 
Order of Eagles. 

Mr. HUBER asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude a newspaper editorial. 

Mr. COLE of New York asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
and include therewith a resolution. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the 
Appendix of the RECORD an interview 
with Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Director of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, as 
carried in the United States News and 
World Report under date of August 11, 
1950. It· may slightly exceed the rule 
with reference to the length of such 
extensions of remarks, but I ask unani- · 
mous consent that, notwithstanding, the 
extension may be made. 

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding the 
cost and without objection, the extension · 
may be made. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROONEY asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks and 
include an editorial. 
REGISTRATION, CLASSIFICATION, AND 

INDUCTION OF CERTAIN MEDICAL, 
DENTAL, AND ALLIED SPECIALISTS 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, -I -move . 

that the House resolve itself into the . 
Committee of the Whole House on . the 
State of the Union .for the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 9554) to amend the . 
Selective Service Act of 1948, as amend
ed, so as to provide for special registra- . 
tion, ela~ification, and induction of cer
tain medical, dental, and allied specialist . 
categories, and for other purposes. 
. The motion was agreed to. 

. Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill H. R. 9554, with 
Mr. HARD.v.in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. · 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, l yield · 

myself 35 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to announce 

to the Committee that when the House 
concludes the consideration of this bill 
H. R. 9554, and after it has been passed 
by the House, I will ask unanimous con
sent to take from the Speaker's table a 
companion bill, S. 4029, and offer an 
amendment to ·strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to· insert the provi
sions of the House bill as perfected and 
passed by the House. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill has the sup
port of the Department of Defense. As 
a matter of fact, it is what you would 
call a department bill. It has the ap
proval of the American Medical Associa
tion. It has the approval of the Dental 
Associat ion. And if the committee will 
bear with me, I think I can give you the 
salient points in this bill so that each 
a:hd every one of you can understand 
what the objectives and purposes of the 
bill are. 

Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. SHAFER. It also has the approval 

of the osteopaths and others in the so
called allied professi-0ns? 
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Mr. VINSON. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mr. Chairman, the Army, Navy, and 
Air Force have a pool of 30,000 physi
cians and 12,000 dentists in their Reserve 
components who can be called to active 
duty. 

The problem here is to provide a fair 
and orderly system of priorities under 
which medical, dental, and related per
sonnel will enter military service. 

It is in the best American tradition 
of fair play that those who have ren
dered little or no . service, and who are 
otherwise qualified, should be the first to 
serve. There are a · number of doctors 
and dentists who have given no service 
at any time. On the other hand, the 
vast majority of doctors and dentists 
now on the Reserve rolls have already 
served their country faithfully and with 
distinction. 

In an endeavor to furnish a more sat
isfactory solution to the problem, the 
bill now under consideration was intro
duced, which proposes to amend the 
Selective Service Act of 1948 in this 
regard. 

The bill authorizes the President to 
require the special registration of all 
male medical, dental, and allied special
ist categories under the age of 45. It au
thorizes the induction of qualified indi
viduals from this group and makes them 
liable for military service for a period 
not to exceed 21 months. 

Those who are members of the Reserve 
components would be exempted from 
such induction and registration. How
ever, this provision does not affect the 
authority of the President to call mem
bers and units of the Reserve compo
nents to active duty under the provi
sions of other laws. 

During World War II, Congress estab
lished what was known as the Army 
specialized training program and the 
Navy V-12 training program. These 
programs were established to meet the 
critical need for professional men in the 
armed services. 

The trainees under each of these pro
grams were enlisted in the Army or the 
Navy and paid $50 per month. All of 
the expenses connected with this train
ing, such as tuition, books, rooms, food, 
laboratory fees, and so forth, were paid 
by the Government. Of course, each 
trainee was deferred from active duty 
while he was undergoing such training. 

The Army had some 20,000 individuals 
enrolled in its ASTP doctor program. 
Twelve thousand and five hundred of 
these entered on active duty, and 1,000 
were discharged for physical or other 
reasons. This left 6,500 who were en
rolled as students at Government ex
pense and paid by the Government who 
never served on active duty. The pro
gram was stopped at the end of hos
tilities so that not all of those 6,500 in 
the program finished their education at 
Government expense. Two thousand of 
these did not graduate from the course 
because they failed scholastically or for 
other reasons. However, 4,500 did com
plete their studies. Of these 4,500, the , 
Surgeon General of the Army estimates 
that approximately 1,500 would not now 
be suited for active duty due to physical 
or other disqualifying factors. That 

leaves us with about 3,000 men who 
were trained fully or partially under the 
ASTP program who are now eligible for 
active duty as doctors. 

Some 7,734 persons were likewise en
rolled in the ASTP program for the 
study of dentistry. Of this number, 
1,984 served on active duty, and 474 were 
discharged upon graduation because of 
physical disability or other reasons. 

Some 5,276 received partial training at 
Government expense and of this number, 
4,651 were discharged from the program 
but continued to study for their degrees. 
Some of these served in the Army, others 
failed their examinations, and others are 
not physically qualified. It is estimated 
that approximately 2,500 dentists will be 
subject to induction under the provisions 
of this bill, who were deferred from mili
tary service during World War II and 
who received a portion of their training 
at Government expense. 

In the Navy V-12 doctor program, 
11,176 persons were trained wholly or in 
part at Government expense. Five thou
rnnd, eight hundred and seventy-two 
have already served at least 2 years in 
the Navy, leaving 5,304 without service. 
Of them 1,4rn are presently in the Naval 
Reserve and are now subject to call to 
active duty. · 

This leaves 3,875 who were enrolled in 
the pr0gram. One thousand, two hun
dred and sixty-two of these did not com
plete their studies because of physical or 
scholastic reasons. There are now, at 
the most, some 2,613 individuals who 
have comp~eted their studies as doctors 
who would be subject to induction under 
the provisions of this Act. 

In the V-12 dental program, 3,185 par
ticipated, of whom 2,164 served on active 
duty, leaving 1,021 who have not served 
on active duty. Of this number, 122 are 
now in the Dental Corps Reserve and 
subject to call. Of the remaining 899 
who were separated without service, 397 
were separated for academic, physical or 
other reasons, leaving 502 who would be 
subject to induction under the provisions 
of this bill, assuming they can pass the 
physical requirements. 

Now, these doctors and dentists, if 
they had less than 90 days of active duty, 
are the first who will be subject to induc
tion under the provisions of the proposed 
legislation, along with other doctors and 
dentists who were not trained at Govern
ment expense, but who, nevertheless, 
were deferred, throughout the war, from 
military service.. It is only proper that 
the first to be called, if induction is nec
essary, are those who received part or 
all of their training at Government ex
pense, together with those deferred from 
service because of their professional 
studies. 

The second group to be eligible for in
duction are those persons who partici
pated as students in the ASTP or 
V-12 programs, and those who were de
ferred from military service while com
pleting their studies who served more 
than 90 days, but less than 21 months in 
the armed services. 

The third group are those who did not 
have active service during World War II, 
but who were not trained at Government 
expense, nor deferred because of being 
medical or dental students. 

The fourth group include all doctors 
and dentists under the age of 46 who 
are not in the Reserve, and.not included 
in the previous groups mentioned, but 
have had active service in the Armed 
Forces since 1940 in excess of 21 months. 
These people, should it become neces
sary, will be taken in the reverse order 
of their length of active service. 

Now, how many doctors and dentists 
will we need? The Department of De
fense has advised us that there were, as 
of July 1, 1950, 6,226 doctors in the armed 
services, or an average of 3.5 doctors 
per 1,000 men. On the basis of increased 
combat needs which will increase the 
ratio to 4.5 doctors per 1,000 men, and 
on the basis of an armed strength of 
2,500,000 men, we were advised that the 
armed services will require 11,250 doc
tors, or approximately 5,000 mor·e doc
tors than are now on active duty. 

There are at present 2,358 dentists on 
~ctive duty, on the basis of 2 dentists per 
1,000 men-and while the ratio of den
tists to armed strength will not be in
creased, it is estimated that a total re
quirement of 5,000 dentists will be needed 
for 2,500,000 men. Thus, the armed 
services will need approximately 2,650 
more dentists. 

Therefore, it is apparent that most 
of the medical and dental personnel re
quired for the armed services can be 
substantially provided from the pool of 
those who were either trained wholly or 
in part at Government expense, or who 
w~re deferred from active service be
cause of the pursuit of such training, at 
their own expense. 

It is felt to be in the public interest to 
provide for the deferment of certain in
dividuals essential to the national inter
est and for other compelling reasons. 
Accordingly, the bill authorizes the Pres
ident to establish rules and regulations 
governing such deferment. 

To insure an adequate :flow of new 
physicians, dentists, and allied special
ists to meet the Nation's needs in the fu
ture, the bill provides for the annual 
deferment of premedical and predental 
students in a number at least equal to 
the present level of such male students. 

As a means of coordinating this whole 
program with the professions concerned 
at National, State, and local levels, and 
to insure that the Director of the Selec
tive Service System has the benefit of 
advice from outstanding authorities, a 
National Advisory Committee would be 
established. The members would be 
selected from outstanding individuals in 
medicine, dentistry, and allied sciences. 

Under the present provisions of Pub
lic Law 351, Eighty-first Congress, the 
Career Compensation Act, physicians 
and dentists who volunteer for active 
duty with the Armed Forces or the 
United States Public Health Service re
. ceive an additional $100 a month. Be
cause of the wording of this legislation 
the Reserve officers and National Guard 
officers receiving orders to accompany 
their units on active duty are not .eligible 
to receive the additional pay. This is 
indeed unjust. The bill, therefore~ has 
been amended so as to permit these offi
cers to qualify for such additional bene
fits, but persons inducted under the au-
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thority of the proposed legislation will 
not be entitled to the extra pay. 

In order that the talent available to 
the Armed Forces in the fields of medi
cine, dentistry, and the allied sciences 
may be distributed efficiently among the 
three military services, the Secretary of 
Defense may now detail such personnel 
between the three services as required. 
Officers so detailed often desire to fur
ther their careers in the ·service to which 
detailed. ':he bill, therefore, authorizes 
the Secretary of Defense to effect these 
transfers under the following condi
tions: The individual officer must re
quest the transfer himself; both the 
service from which he is to be trans
ferred, and the service he is to enter 
must concur. Provisions are made for 
protecting the promotion, seniority, re
tirement, and leave rights and benefits 
of officers who are transferred under this 
authority. 

I think that all Members of the House 
will agree that the comprehensive treat
ment which the bill gives to this impor
tant subject furnishes a satisfactory . 
basis upon which the Congress can enact 
sound legislation. 

To sum up, we now have 6,226 doctors 
and 3,358 dentists on active duty, in the 
armed services. By July 1, 1951, we will 
need a total of 11,250 doctors, and 5,000 
dentists. 
' Thus, it is our belief that this legisla

tion will provide the means by which the 
armed services will obtain 5,000 more 
doctors, and 2,650 more dentists. 

The proposed legislation will expire· on 
July 9, 1951-on the date the present 
Selective Service Act .expires. Before 
that date, the Committee on Armed 
Services will review the entire Draft Act, 
as well as the proposed l~gislation. 

We believe we have prepared and pre
sented to the House a fair and equitable 
solution to a very difficult problem. I 
sincerely hope the House will enact this 
legislation speedily. 

·Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
·Mr. SHORT. Would the distin

guished chairman point out why 2,000 of 
them failed? 

. Mr. VINSON. I am ·unable to say for 
all of them. 

Mr. SHORT. Due to physical disabil
ity and academic requirements. 

Mr. VINSON. That is right, many of 
them due to physical disability. 

Mr. DONDERO. Has any · attempt 
been made to determine whether or not 
doctors and dentists could be obtained 
by voluntary enlistment without the ne
cessity of drafting? 

Mr. VINSON. I · stated at the very 
outset of my remarks that there were 
some 30,000 physicians and 12,000 den
tists in the Reserve components. The 
very purpose of this bill is to deal fairly 
with these professional people. The pur
pose of the bill is to distribute the re
quirements so that those who are in the 
Reserve components will not have to bear 
all the burden, in view of the fact that 
we have a large number who were edu
cated and deferred at Government ex
pense who have rendered no service 
whatsoever. 

Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. KILDAY. I believe the record 

will show that of these 3,000 who were 
thus educated but who have rendered no 
service, individual letters were sent to 
all of them asking if they would volun
teer their services with .the result that 
only. about 150 came ·into the armed 
services. 

Mr. DONDERO. That was the inf or
mation I desired. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. SCRIVNER. I find there is some 

misgiving in the minds of some Members 
as to the justice of picking out a certain 
class .or a certain group of professional 
men to be taken in. I have received 
many letters from my boys, and ~hey fl.re 
just as fine as any to be found anywhere. 
I am sure the chairman· can say a ·few 
words of reassurance in the problem 
they present. It is this: During World 
War II there were skilled men, many 
specialists who were confined to merely 
routine desk jobs. They want to feel 
sure that if these men are taken in that 
their skill in their profession will be used 
and that their time will not be wasted 
warming a chair. Was that question 
gone into? . 

Mr. VINSON. That was discussed 
yesterday, and we had the assurance of 
the medical corps heads that when they 
call doctors they are going to be used 
for their professional qualifications. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. I am glad to have 
that assurance. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. SHORT. I am very happy that 

the gentleman from Kansas asked that 
question, because we all know there were 
grave abuses in the last world war. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL-· 
DAY], chairman of the subcommittee, 
found a lot of doctors sitting out in the 
desert doing nothing when we· had an 
acute shortage of them back home. 
They were doing housekeeping work, ad
ministrative work, and so forth. We 
have been assured that that mistake will 
not be repeated. 

·Mr. VINSON. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

.Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. · This 

system will be very much better, will 
it · not, insofar as the Veterans' Admin
istration is concerned? Because a very 
great many of the doctors in the Veter
ans' Administration are Reserve doctors 
and might be taken into the service. 
And I think you are also working out a 
system whereby veterans' hospitals can 
be utilized and there will be no inter
ference with the work there. 

Mr. VINSON. Let me impress this 
upon the membership. · One of the fac
tors I emphasized at the very outset is 
to provide a iair and orderly system of 
priorities under which medical, dental, 
and related personnel will enter the mili
~ary service. We have, as I pointed out, 

a large reservoir of reservists, but we 
want to deal fairly with them, to dis
tribute this obligation and to see tnat 
those whom the Government has edu
cated contribute something for the edu
cation that the Government gave them, 
in addition to their deferment. 

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
two questions. 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. First, will 

this bill actually give a priority on draft
ing these ASTP students over men who 
have had some service, say just under 
21 months? 

Mr. VINSON. If the gentleman will 
read the bill, we set up the priority, and 
these ASTP are the first ones. 

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. The first 
ones to be called. 

Mr. VINSON. They are the first ones 
to be called. . 

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. Why did 
you fix 21 months' service? 

Mr. VINSON. Because that is the 
service requirement in the draft act. 

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. I am 
speaking about the 21 months as apply
ing as an exemption to thoEe who had 
Eerved under 21 months in World War 
II. 

Mr. VINSON. The whole thing is tied 
in with the system of the draft, which 
is 21 months for the armed services. 

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. There 
was some exclusion· if they had served, 
as I understand if a doctor had served 
21 months during World War II, am I 
correct on that? 

Mr. VINSON. 'ff s. boy has had over 
21 months ,he falls in ihe fourth cate
gdry, or he would probably be a Reserve 
officer and, of course, that is taken into 
consideration if he is called to active 
duty. 

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. If he had 
served just under 21 months he would 
be next in order in the category of the 
ASTP priority; is that right? 

Mr. VINSON. If you will read the 
bill--

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. I have 
read the bill. 

Mr. VINSON. Then the gentleman 
saw that one who serves between 90 days 
and 21 months is in the second category. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
.Mr. VORYS. I note that on page 2 

the date August 16 for membership in 
the Reserve components is stricken out. 
Officers in the· Reserve are apparently 
omitted from the provisions of the bill. 
It would appear to me that all of those 
ASTP and V-12 personnel could by seek
ing commissions evade the provisions of 
this bill unless the Armed Forces by reg
ulation provided they are going to treat 
all the medical men equitably, whether 
they are officers or whether they are 
draftees. What about that? 

Mr. VINSON. Let me say that we are 
hoping when this bill passes it will not 
be necessary to draft any doctors. . We 
hope they will volunteer and join the 
reserves. We say to you, '.'If you do 
volunteer and join the Reserves then you 
get the extra pay of $100" which the 
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Career Compensation Act gives to doc-
tors. . 

Mr. JUDD. It says on page 4, under 
· "Fourth priority" : 

Mr. VORYS. Then the committee has 
not solved one problem and that is. to 
set up some equitable way of calling 
to active duty officers in the Reserve 
components? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes, we have. We 
have set it up in the prioritie~ fixed. in 
the bill. That is the order ~ .which 
they will be called. Of course, it is true 
that a great many doctors have been 
ordered to date in the Reserve. There 
are a great many in the Navy. When· 
this bill becomes law and they go to ad
ministering it, they may well have 
enough volunteers joining from those 
liable to induction from the ASTP and 
V-12 programs to enable the depart
ments to give deferments to those d<?c
tors who have been ordered to active 
duty up to date. · . . 

Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Chairman, will -
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle
man from Texas. . 

Mr. KILDAY. The departmen~ ha-ye 
stated to us in committee that it will 
be their policy to so administer this law 
as to relieve the pressure on the Rese~ve 
doctor who has heretofore seen service 
during the war? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. . · 
Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON. I yi~ld to the gentle

man from Ohio. 
· Mr. ELSTON. I think it should be 
pointed out that the passage ~f this act 
makes it possible for the service to call 
up the draftees first? · 

Mr VINSON. That is right. 
Mr: ELSTON. At the same time, if 

the services want to do so they can call 
the Reserve officers, regardless of the 
provisions of thio act? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes; under another 
provision of law. The Department~ have 
assured the committee they are gomg to 
try to carry out the intent of the C~m
gress that the law benefit the Reservists 
who have been ordered to active duty. 

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. GOLDEN. If a young man was 
not educated under either one of the 
Army or Navy specialized schooling acts 
and went into the Regular Army and 
later on was discharged and attended 
medical school under the GI bill of rights, 
where would he come? 

Mr. VINSON. He falls in the fourth 
category. It is in the bill where he would 
fall. . 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. JUDD. What happens to a man 
who served in active service in the In
fantry for 2 years, then was transferred 
to a medical-training unit, and for 2 
years served in that ASTP unit? 

Mr. VINSON. Then becomes a doc~ 
tor? 

Mr. JUDD. Yes. 

Those not included in the first and second 
priority wh'.o have had active service in the 
Army. 

That does not mean service-only as a 
medical officer, does it? It means any 
kind of service? 

Mr. VINSON. While we had reference 
to medical service, it is possible that it 
could include all types of active service. , 

Mr. JUDD. The language is ambigu
ous then. It ought to be spelled out bet
ter if it includes other active service 
than as a medical officer. 

Mr. VINSON. I thank the gentleman. 
I think the proper construction is that it 
includes all service subsequent to stated 
periods. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. BONNER. I .was interested in 
that part of the gentleman's explanation 
dealing with Reserve officers who had 
lengtlly service during World War II, and 
this bill relieving the pressw·e on them. 

Mr. VINSON. It enlarges the over-all 
pool from which these doctors ca~ ~e 
ordered to active duty, and thus it is 
bound to have its effect on those reserves 
with long service. 

Mr. BONNER. Those officers whom 
the gentleman mentioned as already 
having been called up, who can show 
that their being called into service brings 
about a hardship on themselves and the 
community in which they serve, will they 
then be def erred or relieved from duty · 
even though they have been called when 
this bill begins to function? 

Mr. VINSON. The department is go
ing to try to interpret this bill so that it 
will be carried out like it is written. Of 
course, strictly speaking, every one of 
these Reservists could be made to serve 
who received orders to serve to date; 
but in administering this they are going 
to try to grant deferments, if it is pos
sible to do so, to those who have already 
actually received a notice to report, and 
let those who contributed nothing be 
called instead. 

Mr. BONNER. It would be possible 
for a Reserve officer who has been called 
to ask fOr deferment- until they begin to 
function under this? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes, he could ask for 
deferment. 

Mr. · BONNER. The department 
would be 'expected to grant that defer
ment? 

Mr. VINSON. The department could 
grant it. 

Mr. BONNER. The department 
would be expected under this bill to 
grant it? 

wa. VINSON. I would not say they 
would be expected to, but they would at 
least be required to give consideration 
to it. 

Mr. BONNER. In cases where hard-· 
ship can be shown. 

Mr VINSON. Yes. · 
Mr: COLMER. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 

Mr.. COLMER. Right along that line 
of discussion with the gentleman from . 
North Carolina, reference was ·made to 
those Reserve officers with long service. 
What about Reserve officers with not-so
long service? 

Mr. VINSON. The bill does not apply 
to reservists, as ·such. · 

Mr. COLMER. Do I understand from 
that that a Reserve mediCal officer with 
less than 21 months actual service could 
be subject to call under the draft rather 
than under his .reserve status.? 

Mr. VINSON. No. We are not call
ing up under this law those in the Re
serve. We call them up under another 
provision of law. ' 

Mr. COLMER. Active or inactive? 
Mr. VINSON. Active or inactive. 

They are not called up and they do not 
have to register. 

Mr. COLMER. · I just wanted to clari
fy that. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. MILLER of ·Nebraska. I notice 
on page 5 that the President shall estab
lish a national advisory committee, 
which goes on down to the States. 

Mr. VINSON. · That is right. , 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Do I 

understand that in the selection of these .. 
physicians-and you do not expect to 
get enough physicians from this V-12 or 
ASTP program to supply the needs of 
the military-that the State Advisory 
Board will· indicate what physicians 
should go within that particular State? 
. Mr. VINSON. We discussed that 
fully in the committee, and it is hoped 
it can be worked out along the same line 
as during World War Il. · 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. That was 
a good· program. 

Mr. VINSON. Certainly. Therefore 
the House can understand that the Na
tional Advisory Committee is set up to 
consult and aid in the administration of 
this law and to take into consideration 
the civilian needs of every communitY:. 

Mr. MIILER of Nebraska. One fur
ther question. I think the committee 
has done a good , job in bringing this 
bill out. I am in favor of it. 

Mr. VINSON. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I would 

like to ask this question: Did the com
mittee make any further survey of the 
number of physicians with 4.5 to each 
1 000 of men in peacetime here at home 
that the Army presently requires? 

Mr. VINSON. It is 3.5 in peacetime, 
and they feel their military needs will 
have to go to 4.5 now. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. The gen
tleman understands that in the military 
we have strong, healthy men, and for 
civilian practice in the States they 
average about one physician to 500 peo
ple; old men and people who ar~ sick. 
There is a waste of manpower m the 
military that ought to be corre<?ted· . I 
called attention to that many times m 
the past, and I still say and maintain 
and can . prove that the military wastes 
medical and professional manpower to Mr. VINSON. He has not rendered 

any service in his capacity as a doctor. 
He falls in class No. 2. 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to 
man from Mississippi. 

the gentle- an extent that is a disgrace to the 
service. 
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Mr. VINSON. No doubt there is ·some 

justification for the gentleman's state• 
ment; but you · must bear in mind that 
we are at war in Korea, and your casu
alty lists run high. . 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Four and 
five-tenths doctors is not enough then. 

Mr. VINSON. You must bear in mind 
there will be 2,500,000 men under arms, 
and you must bear in mind that the 
civilian dependents of the armed forces 
also have some call on these doctors:. 
In normal times we say there should be 
3.5 per 1,000. Wti.en war comes we thinl;,t 
we are justified in tne manpower use 
going up to 4.5, and in the dentists we 
take 2 dentists per 1,000 men. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. In the 
field of action 4.5 per 1,000 is not enough .. 

Mr. VINSON. I grant you that that 
is the very reason for this National Ad
visory Committee. We want to get what 
we need, but we do not want to have _ 
more just to waste manpower. 

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Mr. Chairman:, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAVALC,4~TE. With reference 
.to the shortage of doctors in the United 
states, I wish to make this observation 
to the distinguished gentlemen of this 
cotnmittee, that despite the fact that th~ 
population of the United States has in:
creased approximately 20,000 .,000 people 
since 1940, the ~umber of medical stu.:. 
dents admitted to medical schools and 
graduated in the United States was less 
in 1949 than in 1939. I have those sta
tistics and they are available. That 
poses a very serious situation and shows 
the obvious necessity for adopting legis
lation such as is before us today. 

Mr. VINSON. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chaii:man, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON. _I yield to the gentJe

man from Connecticut. 
Mr. LODGE. I would like to congratu

late the gentleman upon the many help
ful answers that he has given and just 
to say this, in connection with what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Cavalcante, has said: I believe we have 
the same number of doctors in the 
United States today that we had when 
we had a population of 73,000,000 p~ople. 

Mr. VINSON. Well, as I have stated, . 
we have, in tpe United States, today 
201 ,000 medical doctors. That is the 
whole population. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the gentle
man this question, as b those who come 
in the fourth category on page 4? Does 
the distinguished chairman of the Com
mittee on Armed Services anticipate 
that those who in class 4 will be called 
up, or does the gentleman think that 
those in the first three categories will 
be sufficient to meet our needs for some 
time? 

Mr. VINSON. They may possibly 
come from class 4, but the bulk of them 
will come out of . the · other classes. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. JUDD. Of the 29,000 doctors who 

are in Reserve components, are all of 
them receiving compensation as Reserve 
officers? 

Mr. VINSON. No. Some are ·on in
active status, and some on active. 

Mr. JUDD. The gentleman does not 
have a breakdown as to how many in 
each category? 

Mr. VINSON. I do not. 
Mr. JUDD. Those who .have b~en re

ceiving compensation, I think should be 
called first; is that correct? 

Mr. VINSON. Of course they will. 
Mr. REES. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. REES. As I understand this, the 

National Advisory Council will functio~ 
_only with respect to_ those who have not 
yet joined the Armed Forces? 

Mr. VINSON. That is right. It will 
not have anything to do with one who 
joins the Reserves. 

Mr. REES. But after the doctor is in 
the service, the advice of this Board will 
not apply? 

Mr. VINSON. It will have something 
to do with all the medical men who are 
coming in either through the draft or 
through the Reserve, because there will 
.be a hesitancy on the part of the draft 
board to draft, if the Reserves in a par
ticular community all had been called 
to the service. 

Mr. REES. But after a doctor has been 
called into the service, then will this 
board have any authority to act with re
'spect to his being released? 

Mr. VINSON. No, they will have noth
·ing to do with it because he is controlled 
by the military and he will have to make 
his· peace with the military. 

Mr. REES. And the advice of this 
board will not l'e in effect? 

Mr. VINSON. No; he is in the service. 
Mr. REES. This legislation of course 

comes at a time after a number of doctors 
have gone into the service. I have in 
mind a doctor who has just gone- into the 
service, who has several dependents and 
h as requested that he not be called be
cau&e of dep:mdents and for other rea
sons. This legislation is not going to 
affect him at all, is that correct? 

Mr. VINSON. It will affect him in this 
way: If they get enough men and thiS 
·man who is in the Reserve and has ren
dered service of at least 21 months or 
longer in a previous war, they might say, 
"We can afford to defer you or grant you 
a furlough now because we have some
body to take your place." But that is a 
question which addresses itself to the 
military. 

Mr. REES. In other words there i.s 
nothing in thi~ legislation to affect that 
problem? 

Mr. VINSON. That is correct. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. KEATING. I think the answers 

that the gentleman has given pretty well 
answer the question I had in mind. I 
commend the gentleman and his fine 
committee for bringing out this legisla
tion. I think it is very much neetj.ed. 

·Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. JUDD. Why should they require 

4.5 doctors per thousand men? 
Mr. VINSON. Because the people 

who administer the law and· who have 

charge of the health of the armed serv
ices estimate that is what they need. I 
do not know whether it is right or wrong, 
and I do not think any of us is in a posi
tion to say it is too high or too low. All 
we want to do is to see that every man 
that is brought into the medical service 
performs the duties for which he is 
brought in, and that the medical force of 
the armed services is not overstaffed. 
. Mr. JUDD. Of course there probably_ 
are a few days during and following a 
battle when some such propor tion is 
needed, but the great bulk of tl;le time 
fewer doctors are needed than in civilian 
life. They do not have women to treat, 
they do not have old· people, and they 
.do not have children to care for, which 
is most of a civilian doctor's work. 

Mr. VINSON. I will have to say to 
the gentleman that I do not know 
whether four and a half .is right or three 
and a half is right, but I have to rely oh 
-the people that we charge with the 
health of the Armed Forces. 
· Mr. JUDD. It is just about three 
times as many doctors per thousand in 
the Army as among the. civilian popula
tion. 

Mr. VINSON. It is highly incumbent 
that the health of every man be ·Closely 
scrutinized, and that he be given the best 
medical care and attention possible. : · 

Mr. JUDD. There is no doubt about 
that. · · · 
. Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the. gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. BROOKS. When a man is in

jured on the firing line and a doctor is 
needed, that doctor has to be there. He 
may not be needed any other time in the 
week except the one day, but wheh yoti 
need· him you must .have him there. It 
is unthinkable tha t we have . meri 
wounded and not have adequate medical 
care. . · 

Mr. JUDD. That is certainly · t rue. 
The doctors should be where the men 
are wounded; but the services usually 
have too many sitting around here in 
the United States without adequate work 
·to do. · 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. VINSON. . I yield. 
Mr. SHORT. It is quite similar to a 

police department or a fire department. 
Most members of the fire department sit 
around the station, but they have to be 
on tap if a fire breal{S out. While :i: 
think there have been grave abuses in 
the past and a lot of wasted manpower. 
as far as the medical profession is con
cerned, and I think we did have an im
proper balance in the last global conflict, 
nevertheless it is necessary to have these 
doctors present or in reserve or on tap, 
just as you must have a police depart
ment or a fire department, whether they 
are working every hour of the day or not. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr . VINSON. . I yield. 
Mr. BROOKS. That figure, 4.5, is 

not the average for the continental 
United States. It is the over-all aver
age for home and abroad. In Korea it 
will be much higher than 4.5. 

... 
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Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. It has been point

ed out on the floor and in the press 
that very few boys who were trained at 
Government expense have enlisted or 
volunteered. Naturally, there has been 
an inference that there is a lack of 
patriotism. From the letters which I 
have received I have gained the impres
sion that it is not a lack of patriotism, 
but that these young men who were 
trained want to volunteer, but the only 
thing they want to be assured of is that 
others will be used also and that they 
will not be called upon to bear the bur
den while others stay home and get the 
profit. I think that this bill will give 
them that assurance and that when this 
bill is passed they will volunteer. 

Mr. VINSON. There is no doubt 
about it. I call attention to an amend
ment that has been put in by the com
mittee. Every volunteer will get $100 a 
month more than the pay of the rank 
that he carries. If they are drafted they 
do not get that. I do not think many 
of them will be drafted. I think all of 
them will join the Reserve, and then 
they will be called in. 

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. CAVALCANTE. With reference 

to legislative draftsmanship and clari
fication of this bill--

Mr. VINSON. I suggest you address 
that remark to the distinguished gentle
man from Texas [Mr. KILDAY], because 
he is an expert on draftsmanship. 

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Very well, I will 
do so. 

Mr. VINSON.· Mr. Chairman, I re
serve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, 
1t is difilcult to follow the gentleman from 
Georgia, the able chairman of the Armed 
Services Committee, because he explains 
everything so clearly, so thoroughly. 
However, I do want to make a few ob-
servations. · 

If there is an absolute necessity for in
creasing the number of doctors and den
tists in the armed services, no one can 
deny the propriety of the proposed legis
lation. The ones in the service must 
have the best attention possible. How
ever, I do not believe there is any Mem
ber of Congress who knows, solely upon 
his own knowledge, whether there is need 
at this time for an increase in the number 
of doctors and dentists. The only thing 
we can do is to take the word of the mili
tary even though frequently their judg
ment is not the best. They say that it 
is needed. I subscribe to what the gen
tleman from New Mexico said; I believe 
there is no lack of patriotism by any of 
the doctors or dentists of the country. 
I believe they are a great deal like most 
Members of Congress; they are bewil
dered; they are confused; they do not 
know whether the plan of this admin .. , 
1stration is to have an all-out mobiliza.., 
ti on of all our people or not; they do not 
know the plans of the military or our 
state Department. 

Most of us are going back to our dis
tricts within a few days and we will be 
asked many questions by our confused 
and bewildered people. · They are going 
to ask us, for instance: What did the 
President of the United States mean on 
June 1, just 24 days before the attack on 
South Korea, when he said, "The world 
is closer now to permanent peace than 
anytime in the last 5 years.'' The people 
are going to ask another question: How 
i.s it that after $50,000,000,000 has been 
spent by this Nation for armament we 
found our boys reduced to fighting on a 
beachhead because of lack of equipment? 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I yield. 
Mr. JONAS. Since this Congress has 

not declared war according to the Con
stitution of the United States, we shall 
have to assume that whatever war we are 
in is a war created by the United Nations, 
and we could account for it to that 
extent. 

As to the facts and figures cited as to 
the number of doctors the United States 
asks to enlist and bring in to give our 
soldiers the comfort and protection to 
which they are entitled, what does he 
have to say, or can any Member produce 
any figures as to the number of doctors 
that these other 52 nations who belong to 
the United Nations will produce in con
nection with this conflict known as a 
peace action? I am interested in know
ing how many doctors they will send. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. The gentleman from Illi

nois made the statement that we had 
spent $50,000,000,000 in preparation for 
war. The gentleman knows that in the 
last 5 years this administration has ap
propriated $92,500,000,000 for war, and 
then they try to blame it on the Repub
licans because they have not got the 
things the Democrats need now to fight 
a war. Why, it is a terrible situation 
coming in here and trying to make peo
ple believe that we are responsible for 
the situations the Democrats find them
selves in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
five additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois. · 

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I yield. 
Mr. EVINS. I wish to ask the gentle

man from Pennsylvania if he has any
thing constructive to offer. This com
mittee was legislating here in a very 
orderly way with contributions being 
made from Members on both sides of the 
aisle. This procedure has been inter
rupted and politics injected into the de
bate. I think it is to be regretted that 
politics should be injected into the de
bate on this legislation. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania offers lots of criti
cisms-but does not try to be construc
tive. I suggest he cease criticizing all 
the time and off er something construc
tive. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield to let me answer that?. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Not at this 
moment. 

I may say that I hope there ·never 
comes a time when if mistakes are made 
attention cannot be called to them with
out being accused of politics. We should 
call attention to mistakes in order to 
benefit by them in the future. If our 
responsibility as Members of Congress is 
merely to come in here and acquiesce 
when we know there are mistakes being 
made and accept them without any hon
est criticism I think that it would work 
to the detriment of the country. 

Another thing the people are going to 
ask you when you go back home is: 
What is the policy of this administration 
in regard to China, a nation that fought 
for 4 years during the last war against 
Japan our enemy before we got into it. 
China, a nation that has been our friend 
for over a century, helping us drive on
ward for peace. 

Another question they are going to ask 
you is: What is going to happen when 
our boys drive the Reds north of the 
thirty-eighth parallel? What will be the 
policy of the State Department then? 

We are going to be asked why the 
. President suppressed the news of Gen
eral MacArthur when about everyone 
rightfully believes General MacArthur 
knows more about the Far East than any 
American. 

Another thing they are going to ask 
you about is the Un-American Activ
ities Committee and our beloved Re .. 
publican Senator from Wisconsin, JoE 
McCARTHY. They are going to ask you 
a great deal about that and it is going 
to be tough for some of you to answer. 
.I know what I am going to say. I am 
going to say: "I do not know whether 
Senator McCARTHY has always used the 
right tactics. Who is immune from 
making an occasional mistake? I do 
not know whether he has used the right 
vehicles, but I do know" r.nd these are 
the facts "that since Senator McCAR
THY and our Un-American Activities 
Committee members started to work 
Alger Hiss is on the way to the peni
tentiary, Judith Coplon is on the way to 
the penitentiary, Dr. Fuchs is out of the 
country and has been convicted in Eng
land, another one of our atomic experts 
has been indicted, Gubitchev is out of 
the country, Harry Bridges is on the 
way to the penitentiary." 

So I say to the Members here, when 
you go back home the people are going · 
to ask you those questions. A few mis
informed and misdirected people are at
tacking Senator McCARTHY and mem
bers of the Un-American Activities Com
mittee, but the fact remains that a lot 
of people are on the way to the peni
tentiary. Even our own State Depart
ment came in before a congressional 
committee and said there were 291 fired 
from the State Department, including 
91 that were thrown out for moral rea
sons. 

So I repeat, these are some of the 
things you are going to have to answer 
when you go back home. I just received 
from a constituent an article from Lon
don from which I quote the following: 

Russia and Communist Poland are among 
Britain's best customers for machine tools, a 
study of British trade figures showed today. 
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.The others are Australia, _ South Africa, and 
India. In the first 7 -months this year, Bri
tain sent machine tools worth $1,208,000 to 

·Russia, and other tools worth $1,277,000 to 
'Poland. More shipments of tools worth 
$366,000 went to Czechoslovakia. Shipments 

·of machine tools to equip new Russian fac-
· tories during the first 7 months _this year 
. were more than four times those of the same 
.per iod last year and 15 times those of 2 years 
ago. · 

f The question is going to be asked why 
Great Britain, our ally, a country to 
which we have sent much aid, is send
ing these special tools over to our com
munistic enemy in order forthem to make 
tanks and so forth to be used against 
our boys in South Korea. I could go on 
indefinitely in regard to some of these 
questions that many of my friends are 
going to have to answer, but I think I 
·have said enough so that you may safe
guard yourselves when you do get back 
to your various districts. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 1 minute to straighten out the 
RECORD in reference to a question by the 
distinguished gentleman from Minne
sota [Mr. JUDD]. He asked the question 
if all service was to be counted. Read
. ing section 4, all service would be 
counted. I answered that it would be 
just the medical . service. All service 
would be counted under that section. 

Mr. JUDD. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KILDAY]. 

'- Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Chairman, there is 
not a great deal to be added after the 
explanation of the bill by the chairman 
of the Committee on the Armed Serv
ices. I do believe that the bill is in such 
'shape it will do justice as between the 
various categories affected by the bill. 
v The fact that this is discriminatory 
legislation is frankly admitted by the 

~ committee. It singles out one prof es
. sion, and its allied professions, and pro
: vides for their induction into the service 
·where others of their own age group are 
'not inducted. I think it should be stated 
·that the American Medical Association 
1 and the other associations affected . by 
;the bill have endorsed it. They recog
nize the need for medical service to the 
f.xtent they are willing to accept this 

'. discriminatory legislation in the public 
'.interest. 
~ Mr. WILSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
·Chairman, will th' gentleman yield? 
r Mr. KILDAY. ll yield to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma. 

t Mr. WILSON of Oklahoma. In view 
0

of the needs of the time, is it the position 
of our committee that this legislation is 
·proper and will be sustai'ned under the 
constitutional authority of the Congress 
to raise and maintain an Army? 
; Mr. KILDAY. We so believe. While 
we regard it as being discriminatory, we 

·think it is clearly within the provision 
of the Constitution which provides that 

·the Congress shall raise and maintain 
"an Army. You cannot maintain an 
-Army. without adequate medical person-
nel. We had similar legislation during 

·the war period. That ·was gone into 
rather thoroughly and ·I for one on the 
committee contend it is within the pro
visions of the Constitution. 

Mr. CltEMENTE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. KIWAY: ;(yield to the gentle· 
man from New York, 

Mr, CLEMENTE. As an added in
ducement, is it not a fact when doctors 
are called into the armed services they 
are given at least a first lieutenant's 
grade? 

Mr. KILDAY. That is correct. I 
point out the fact that it .is discrimina
.tory, because when you come to try to 
explain the provisions of this bill as other 
provisions . of law may affect other 
groups, you cannot reason this out on 
a logical basis, because this is an indi
vidual group that is picked out of the 
population, subjected to s·pecial obliga
tions and services, and entitled to certain 
privileges and advantages. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield to the gentle
man from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS. Is not it one of the great 
distinctions then that they sought 
and obtained deferment from combat 
·service? 

Mr. KILDAY. Of course, that is in 
the bill. The least that they received 
is deferment from combat service; oth
·ers received far more than that. They 
received all the compensation received 
by the combat soldier, but in addition 
they received their education for the 
most expensive profession to which a 
man could aspire in the United States. 
They received full and complete educa
tion, or some material portion of it. 

The categories which we have set up 
require, first of all, that he either re
ceived Government assistance in acquir
ing h is education or was deferred from 
combat duty while he pursued his edu
cation, and we say that the man who 
had less than 90 days service is first to 
go and the man who had 90 days or 
more, but less than 21 months of active 
duty, is the next. The third are those 
who had no military service. In the 
fourth category are those who have had 
service, and we place those into groups 
depending upon the number of months 
of service which they had, and then 
those with the lesser number of months 
of service shall be called first. I do not 
know how it could be placed on a more 
equitable basis. 

Mr. VORYS. Has the gentleman any 
assurance that the armed services will 
apply approximately that same equitable 
procedµre to those who have Reserve 
commissions? If this is successful, it 
might be that there would be no doctors 
to be inducted, because they would all 
get commissions. Are they going to be 
treated equitably? · 

Mr. KILDAY. When we come to the 
Reserves, we must remember, in the first 

·place, that you are dealing wfth a group 
which has voluntarily submitted itself 
to military ·or.ders by joining the · Re
serves. They have received pay of their 
rank for 4· full days a month by attend
ing the so-called drill period, and with 
your professional personnel that drill 
p~riod has not amounted to much more, 
perhaps, than discussion of medical sub
jects between medical officers. But, theri, 
throughout these years, since the time 
they were separated or whenever they 

~ntered the Reserves, they received com
pensation. It is our hope that it is the 
pesire of the department to so admin
ister the law as to place the lesser burden 
on those that had the longer service. 
;Whether that can be done in every in
stance, we do not know, because you 
cannot get specialists when you take your 
young men in the V-12 or the ASTP pro
gram. Practically none of them have 
been out long enough to be real, out
standing specialists. But, as I say, there 
I think we have to go to the older groups 
if the men in the armed services are 
going to get the kind of care to which 
they are entitled and the adequate spe:.. 
cialist 's care from men in the profession 
who require long education, training, and 
experience. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Was there any testi
mony before the committee in connec
tion with this bill revealing what the 
average cost of the V-12 program and 
the ASTP program for the training ·of 
.physicians amounts to? 

Mr. KILDAY. We asked for that in
formation and at the time the witness 
appearing before the committee did not ' 
have it with · him. He was to supply I 
it. I do not know whether it was sup-
plied. I will have to ascertain. 1 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wonder if we could · 
obtain that · information. , 

Mr. KILDAY. I understand that has ' 
not as yet been re.ceived. But, we did 
inquire into it. It was not available in 
the committee room but they promised 
to furnish us the information. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? , 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield to the gentle- . 
man from Georgia. ; 

Mr. VINSON. I asked that question of 
1 the Surgeon General and we were -q.n- : 

able to get that information, so it has : 
not been worked out as to what it cost 
to train a V-12 or ASTV student. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think it would be 
of great interest, and it ought to be in 
the RECORD. , 

Mr. KILDAY. I think so. I assure 
the gentleman it will be quite consider- ; 
able. It is not a small amount of money. 1 

Mr .. VINSON. Of course, you know 
that he gets $50 a month in addition; , 
plus he gets his tuition, his l_aboratory . 
fees, his books, and all of those other 
things. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I thank the gentle- ' 
man. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
· Mr. KILDAY. I yield to the gentle
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. PRIEST. I have learned within , 
the last day that 20 doctors in my own ; 
district, who served from 2 % to 4 years . 
during World War II, have received what · 
they consider a conditional notice alert- '. 
ing then:i that they might be called with- / 
in 21 days. I think the minimum serv
ice of that group was 2 % years and the 

1 maximu-m service 4 years. I was won- . 
dering if under the terms of this bill, : 
assuming i& is passed and becomes ef- , 
fective ~i'i'ediately, it would affect the ' 
men in that particular category, 
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Mr. KILDAY. The bill itself does not 
in any wise afiect any man in the Re
serves. It has been announced as be
ing the policy of the Department so to 
administer the bill as to reduce the pres
sure now on the persons in the Reserve~ 

The question was brought up as to 
whether the inductions under this bill 
might not be postponed while these men 
were being processed and receiving their 
commissions and so on. The Depart
ment-and I think properly so-stated 
that they could make no commitment 
and that would depend upon the cas
ualties in Korea and the absolute neces
sity for the medical personnel to be 
there were needed. 

Mr. GUILL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. GUILL. After talking with the 

1 
distinguished chairman of your commit

' tee the day before yesterday, I called 
1 General Robertson and f oun:d out since 
1 that he had talked with your committee. 
But he made the statement to me that 
if in a community you could get one 
of these chaps whose education has been 
paid for by the Government, to go ahead 
arid volunteer that then for every volun
teer they would scratch off one of the 
Reservists; that is, that it would reduce 
the quota. Is that correct, sir? 

Mr. VINSON. I will say to the gentle
man from Texas that I do not know. But 
of course when you increase the pool 
by this legislation, then in the adminis
tration of it more consideration can be 
given to those who have already served 
and are Reservists. 

Mr. KILDAY. May I say to my col
league from Texas that after all these 
are doctors you · are dealing with. They 
are akin. I think we can leave it to the 
medical profession to take care of their 
own. They have done a very good job up 
to now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. It is a fact, though, 

that this bill will have some effect on the 
Reserves, because of the very thing that 
the chairman of the committee pointed 
out, when the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia just mentioned that it will 
reduce the pressure on the Reservists by 
making these other men available? 

Mr KILDAY. Certainly. We had all 
three of the Surgeons General before us 
at one time. They committed themselves 
that it would be the policy of the depart
ment in the administration of the bill to 
relieve the pressure upon the Reservists 
by reason of the availability of this addi
tional pool of men who have not had 
service as against those Reserves who 
have seen service, in many instances long 
service. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the 
gentleman to say a few moments ago 
that you and the committee were not 
able to obtain information as to the cost 
of educating the men under the V-12 
program? 

Mr. KILDAY. It is to be supplied. 
They did not have it with them at the 
time. They have agreed to supply it, but 
we have not as yet received it. I feel 
that you can be sure that it is quite a 

considerable amount of money in each 
individual case. · · 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I under
stand, that is the reason I asked the 
question. 

Mr. KILDAY. It is no small amount. 
Medical education is the most expensive 
education that a man can get~ 

Mr. HARRIS. Did the committee 
learn any information as to what was the 
extra cost for the Government to edu ... 
cate these men, as compared to the aver
age person who is not being educated 
under a program of this kind? 

Mr. KILDAY. We did not go into 
that, but my experience has been that it 
always costs the Government more to do 
anything than it costs anybody else. 

Mr.-HARRIS. I think it would be in
teresting for the gentleman and his com
mittee to find out just how much that is. 

Mr. SADLAK . . Mr . . Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. . I yield. 
Mr. SADLAK. Will the gentleman 

explain why this age limitation was 
placed at 45, rather than, let us, say, 
at 50 or even 40? 

Mr. KILDAY. The Senate bill places 
the age at 55 so that if our bill passes in 
its present form, that matter will be be
fore the conference to be settled as be
tween 45 and 55. It was felt by our 
committee that 45 would be adequate, 
and that they would be younger men, 
and that the matter of the administra
tive detail would be reduced· by having 
the younger men who could be assigned 
to more categories or classes of service, 
either in the field or aboard ship; and 
also that a larger proportion of men 45 
and under would be physically qualified 
for the various services that they might 
be required to perform. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. COLE of New York. In fact, the 

Surgeons General of the services said 
that the age of- 45 was sufficient; did 
they not? 

Mr. KILDAY. Yes; there were suffi
cient men within that age bracket, and 
the larger percentage of them would be 
qualified for the various duties that 
might be expected of medical men in the 
armed services. But, as I say, that will 
probably be a matter for the conferees 
to agree upon. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. HOEVEN. Does the Committee 

on Armed Services have any :figures or 
estimates as to the number of doctors 
and dentists needed at the present time? 

·Mr. KILDAY, If we go to 2,500,000 in 
the armed services, then we need 11,000. 
There are 6,000 plus in the armed serv
ices, so that we need an increase of 
something like 5,000. There are prob
ably 5,000 plus available within the 
:first two categories. · 

Mr. HOEVEN. · Can the gentleman 
tell us how many men it is ·antl.cipated 
can be taken in under the various 
categories? _ 

Mr. KILDAY. I do not believe it is 
possible from the information that we 

had, or were able to get from the Depart
ment as between the :first two categories. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak 
just a mihute with reference to the over
all efiect of this bill. It is my opinion 
that if this bill is adopted substantially 
in its present form it will never be neces
sary to draft a single doctor or dentist. 
I think they will volunteer under its pro
visions. The bill in its present form 
does not limit the date upon which the 
man must enter the Reserves. That is 
wh.ere we want him. We. want him in 
the Reser_ve so that there can be an 
orderly calling to duty of the men in 
accordance with the needs of the service, 
together with .the Advisory Committee 
protecting the civilian population as to 
the availability of medical service for the 
civilian population. 

The provision of the Career Com
pensation Act, which grants $100 a 
month additional pay · to doctors who 
volunteer for service will be a sufficient 
incentive together with the provision 
that if a man waits until he is drafted, h~ 
is not going to get that additional com
pensation. I regard .that as completely 
just and basic~lly necessary in legisla'." 
tion of this type. Had the provision of 
the Career Compensation Act, which 
was reported by the subcommittee of 
which I was chairman during the present 
Congress, not been based on voluntary 
service I assure you the ·committee 'would 
never have included it. It has never 
been the contention that he would get, in 
addition to his education at Government 
expense, a commission, rather than serv- · 
ing in the ranks, a commission as :first 
lieutenant or lieutenant, junior grade, 
and not second lieutenant or ensign, and 
then, in addition, $100 more than the 
same rank in any other service of the 
Armed Forces. If he is going to wait 
to be drafted, then he will have to take 
the consequences. If we retain those 
provisions in the legislation in its :final 
form, I will predict that the day after 
this legislation becomes effective you 
will have enough doctors on your Reserve 
roll to :fill all of your needs without ever 
inducting a single one. 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. GAVIN. I might point out to the 

gentleman that thus far this bonus that 
has been offered has been no inducement 
to bring doctors into the service. Is 
that not right? 

Mr. KILDAY. I cannot quite agree 
with the gentleman on that: I think it 
had a very beneficial effect on the regu
lar services. 

Mr. GAVIN. How many of them vol
unteered? 

Mr. KILDAY. Those have been in the 
regular service. The inducement here
tofore has been in the · regular service, 
and it has had very beneficial effect on 
the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has again ex
pired. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman five additional minutes. 

Mr. KILDAY. The · fact that there 
were many men who liked the medical 
services, but WW bad families and could 
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not afford to indulge in the occupation 
they like best, because of their families, 
have now been able to take up this serv
ice on account of the additional com
pensation. 

Mr. GAVIN. Would you give us the 
number who have actually volunteered 
since this incentive was offered? 
~r. REES. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 

. Mr. REES. As I understand it, this 
legislation described as a draft bill is not 
altogether a draft bi.11, but it is a measure 
that sets forth the privileges of . those . 
who join the services voluntarily, who 
are in the medical profession. 

Mr. KILDAY. That is right. 
Mr. REES. So that it is not a draft

ing of doctors into the service, but it 
simply sets forth the privileges they will 
enjoy by volunteering. 

Mr. KILDAY. I think it will accen
tuate the need that exists, as well as 
setting out the advantages. It calls at
tention to the fact that there is extreme 
need, and that these things are available 
to them if they come in voluntarily. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS. The gentleman has re

ferred to this National Advisory Commit
tee. On reading the .bill, I find that it 
deals solely with reference to the draft
ing of medical personnel. If. the letter · 
of the law were followed, they could not 
advise on any other subject. So, if the · 
plan works out as the gentleman has 
suggested and no doctors are drafted, · 
the Advisory Committee · will be doing 
nothing with reference to the needs of 
the community or the order of calling 
up the reserve officers in that community. 

Mr. KILDAY. The . testimony, of 
course, indicates that the department 
would be disposed to use those commit- · 
tees in almost identically the same man
ner as the voluntary boards .were used 
during the last war. I think they called 
them local procurement boards. In 
that connection, those boards did con- · 
sider the availability of men according 
to the civilian demands in the territory. 
I have every confidence that this will 
be administered more or less along that 
line. 

Mr. VORYS. Why should not the 
proper language be put in here to give 
these advisory boards the status which 
the gentleman indicates? 1 

. Mr. KILDAY. The gentleman should 
address that question to the chairman of . 
the committee. · He and I did not fully 
agree on that particular feature. 

Mr. VINSON. This bill does require 
every one to register, even though he 
may not be inducted. No doubt this Na- · 
tional Advisory Committee will function 
like it did during the last war. It will 
be of some aid and assistance in helping 
the department to know who should be 
called up, and what the hardships would 
be in a community. 

Mr. VORYS. What is the point of 
just hoping it is going to work that way? 
Why does not the proper language pro
vide for that? · 

Mr. VINSON. If anyone is drafted, it 
is probable that some of them will be 

drafted because all of them will have to 
register, then the Board will function. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. ELSTON. If this committee needs 

any assistance, it is already provided for 
in the National Security Resources 
Board. Provision is made for the allo
cation of personnel. 

Mr. KILDAY. That is true, of course 
the National Security Resources Board 
has control over personnel as well as 
other resources. 

Mr. GOLDE.N. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

. Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. GOLDEN. Referring to page 3, 

section 2, where it provides that those 
who have had 90 days or more but less 
than 21 months-in the administration 
of the act is it the intention of your. com
mittee that there shall be any distinc
tion between a man who served 4 months 
and 20 months? 

Mr. KILDAY. I do not know what the 
answer to that would be. The provision 
is.only that it is more than 90 days or less 
than 21 months. 

. Twenty-one months, of course, is the 
period of service required- of any man 
drafted. If he had less than the re- . 
quired number of months he does not . 
qualify_ for deferment under the Draft 
,t\ct. What the policy wol,lld be I cannot 
infer. · 

. Mr. VINSON. I may say to .the gen- . 
tleman that under this bill authority is 
given to the President to establish prior
ities. 

Mr. KRUSE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. KRUSE. I call the gentleman's 

attention to section 3 on page 5. What 
is contemplated in regard to deferment 
of premedical and pred,ental students? 

Mr. KILDAY. We have stated that it 
is the sense of Congress that the Presi
dent should establish categories for th~ir 
deferment. We did not feel that we could . 
establish deferment by law for any par
ticular class of students but .that when 
we had stated the intent of Congress that : 
was as far as we could go. 
. Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen

tleman from 'Texas has expired. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield . 

two additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield to the gentle- . 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. JUDD. I still cannot figure out 
what happens in the case I described ear
lier of a man who had 2 years of combat . 
service, was shot up, and then went into 
the ASTP program and got 2 years of 
assistance in his medical education. Ac
cording to the language in the bill it 
seems to me he is going to be called up 
because he did not serve subsequent to 
the date of his training. · 

Mr. KILDAY. He got his training un
der the GI bill of rights. 

Mr. JUDD. The first part under ASTP. 
Probably the remainder under GI bill of 
rights, I · do not know. 

Mr. KILDAY. He got the benefit of 
the GI bill of rights. 

Mr. JUDD. He had 2 years ·of combat 
service before he went into the ASTP 
program. Does this bill cover him? 

Mr. KILDAY. Under this bill it does. 
Mr. JUDD. What class would he fall 

into? 
Mr. KILDAY. He would fall into 

class 4. 
· Mr. JUDD. But class 4 says those not 

included in the first and second priority. 
He was included in the first priority. 

Mr. VINSON. He is not in the first or 
the second because he had 21 months. 

Mr. JUDD. But the language under 
the first and second refers only to active 
service. "Subsequent to the completion 
of his training." He did not have any 
service after the completion of his train
ing; his service was before. 

Mr. SADLAK. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KILDAY. I yield. 
Mr. SADLAK. If the gentleman will 

indulge one more question on my part, I 
have received a number of letters regard
ing rp.edical officers of the forty-third 
National Guard who are being inducted 
into service. They are concerned about 
the $100 per month. I understand that 
it has now· been hooked up with this bill 
by· section 2. Can the gentleman answer 
that? 

. Mr. KILDAY. Yes; the Comptroller · 
General has decided that the · Career . 
Compensation Act -did not apply to the 
granting of $100 a month to a National 
Guard or Reserve officer when called to · 
active duty with or without his consent. 
The officer in the National Guard sub
jects himself to military orders and is in 
the service just as firmly so the commit
tee overrode the Comptroller General and 
placed the provision in section 2 of the 

· bill -providing that commissioned officers . 
of the Reserve components called to ac- . 
tive duty, with or without their consent, . 
shall be entitled to the benefits of sec- · 
tion 203 of Public Law 351, and get the 
$100 ·a month. 

Mr-.-SHORT. · Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the -gentleman from Ne·
braska [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, I take this time principally to ask 
some questions of the majority side or 
the minority side. I first make a brief 
statemimt. This bill, while not too well 
drawn, will have my support. The pur
pose· of the bill is plain, it is to get these 
doctors who were .educated at the ex
pense of the · Government into military 
service. But I would also point out that 
some of these boys would now be in the 
service but their service was terminated 
by the Armed Forces. When the war was 
over they were told they were not need
ed; they were told they were not wanted. 
Naturally they went into practice for 
themselves. Another thing I would re
call to your mind is that the passage of 
this bill will not solve the problem as far 
as the medical problem is concerned. 
You are going to get those who have had 
this training, but I think you have placed 
your estimate too high as to how many 
you are going to get, because many of 
them are going to be disqualified because 
of physical and other reasons. 
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May I ask how many medical men· the 
a:rmed s~.rvices will need? Is there any
one who can answer that question? 

Mr. BROOKS. I can answer the gen
tleman. It depends on the extent to 
which ::nilitary activities go. If this 
thing in Korea is called off or stopped 
it means, of course, there will be less. 
If hostilities increase they are going to 
need more. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. The gen
tleman has not answered my question 
of how many medical men the armed 
services will need. 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not think the 
armed services themselves know. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Then, can 
the gentleman tell me how many medical 
men are already in the armed services? 
Does the gentleman have the informa
tion as to the number of medical men 
who are now in all branches of the armed 
services? 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes. 
Mr. VINSON. Some 6,000 doctors and 

some 2,700 dentists. I gave that in my 
statement. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Now in 
the service. How many more is it an
ticipated they will need? 

Mr. VINSON. About 5,000 doctors 
and about 2,500 dentists. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. · So in this 
bill you get 1,500 or 2,000 medical men. 
You still need 3,000, which you are going 
to have to go out and get from the Re
serves. 

I think it should also be pointed out 
that some of the Reserve officers are 
complaining about being called back in
to service because they had had 2 or 3 
years of active military duty. When 
they were discharged they went into the 
active Reserves by choice. They were 
getting paid for some drill work, they 
were to get, I believe, a pension after 
some 30 years of half their regular pay. 
They were in the Reserves for a purpose. 
Now, a war comes along and they say, 
"Well, I have · had my service. Do not 
call me." 

Of course, you must make some allow
ance for that situation. This bill calling 
physicians into the service will not solve 
some of the problems you will have in 
the country. There are areas in wnich 
only 1 doctor is serving 2,500 people. 
The doctor may have been educated by 
the Government. When it comes to the 
time to call him into the service, you 
will have your communities that will 
say, "We have only 1 doctor for 2,500 
people. Are you going to take him away 
and leave us without a doctor?" 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio. · 

Mr. ELSTON. I think it is very im
portant to set up this advisory com
mittee. That committee worked very 
well in World War II. It was voluntary. 
The doctors on that committee served 
without compensation and I think they 
did an excellent job in deciding what 
doctors should be retained for commu
nity needs and what doctors might be 
available for the service. If the same 
kind of committee is set up again I think 

there will be no trouble at all so far as 
the needs of the various communities 
are concerned. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. They will 
get a replacement for that man that 
they take into the service. That should 
be done. 

Here is another point I want to make 
to the committee. It seems to me there 
has been too much waste of .manpower 
in the armed services as far as physi
cians are concerned. They are not being 
used to the fullest advantage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Nebraska has expired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from Kansas [Mr. REESJ. 

Mr. REES. Mr. Chairman, I have re
quested this time to pay tribute to the 
thousands of men in the medical pro
fession who rendered outstanding and 
patriotic service during World War II. 
They rendered service without com
plaint and in many ca~es, at great sacri
fice. Much of that service was heroic for 
which little credit was received. 

This is a rather drastic measure. I 
am informed it has the endorsement and 
suppport of the American Medical Asso
ciation. I am·advised this organization 
believes that, in view of the present crisis, 
it is fair and equitable. 

There has been some criticism in the 
press, and also voiced on the floor of the 
House today that doctors have not vol
unteered for service as promptly as those 
who h~ad the Armed Forces feel they 
should. I think this is answered to a 
great degree by those doctors who spent 
considerable time in the service, who 
feel that doctors who had training at the 
expense of the Government ought to be 
given first chance to serve. I also feel 
quite definitely that when the doctors 
and the dentists of this country are con
vinced of the real need of their services, 
there will be no difficulty in securing 
enough doctors and dentists to take ca!'e 
of the needs and requirements of the 
Armed Forces. I am sure many Mem
bers of this body are familiar with com
plaints that in too many instances dur
ing the recent war services of doctors 
were not effectively and fully utilized. 

I hope if this legislation is made effec
tive, there will be a complete understand
ing between the doctors and dentists 
who are called and ·those persons who 
are in charge of the leadership of the 
Armed Forces with respect to the proper 
utilization of the services of the men 
who are trained in the medical pro
fession. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, it is nei
ther my desire nor intention to trespass 
upon the time or patience of the Com
mittee at this hour. But, in the words 
of the prophet, I wish we would "come 
and reason together." 

Mr. Chairman, it is exceedingly diffi
cult, if not next to impossible, to write 
a general or universal formula that· will 
deal out justice to all individuals. Cer
tain Members of this House know my 
position when it comes to drafting men. 
It is not a pleasant _thing in peace or 
even in time of war. But, sometimes 
exigencies and necessities drive us to do 
things that we do not like ·to do. 

I know that there may be some in
equities in this bill. I doubt if absolute 
equality will be dished out to everybody, 
but I think we all will appreciate the 
forthrightness and the frankness and 
the honesty of our colleague, the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. KILDAY] when he 
did not hesitate to admit openly that 
this legislation is more or less discrim
inatory . 

Your Committee on Armed Services 
does · not like to draw lines of distinc
tion between different classes of our citi
zens. Here is a man who has gone 
through law school, or through engineer
ing, or he is an expert scientist who has, 

. perhaps spent many years and many 
thousands of dollars in acquiring his 
education. He is drafted into the armed 
services; perhaps sent up into the front 
lines to face the fire, and even forced to 
give his last full measure of devotion. 
If he is lucky enough to escape with his 
life and he comes back home, he is going 
to have to rehabilitate himself. He is 
going to have to take up where he left 
off. He is not going to feel too kindly 
toward members of the medical profes
sion or even Members of Congress who 
pay some other fellow citizen $100 a 
month extra and even give him a safer 
berth, particularly when you consider 
those who were fortunate enough to es
cape combat service during the last war, 
who were granted all the rights, privi
leges, and prerogatives and paid not only 
the same as every enlisted man received 
but who were given the most expensive 
education that any man has ever re
ceived. 

After holding extensive hearings and 
considering all the factors involved, and 
pa:r;ticularly after listening to the Sur
geons General of all the branches of our 
armed services, we were driven to the 
inevitable and undeniable conclusion 
that the only way we could get a suf
cient number of men in the armed 
services, in times of peace, who could 
render adequate medical care to service 
members of the different branches was 
to give them an added inducement. 

Of course, this time we are drafting 
them all. I agree with my friend, the 
gentleman from Texas, there is not much 
logical reason or, I might even say, jus
tice, in giving additional pay or incentive 
to any particular group of our citizens. 

I might just take one moment to point 
out here that maybe there is a person 
who believes more in private enterprise 
and individual initiative than I do, but 
I have never met him. I am going to 
issue a warning that if we have social
ized medicine in this country it will be 
brought on by some of the ill-advised, if 
not unfair, practices of the American 
Medical Association.· 

I am not going to yield to any Mem
ber of the House of Representatives in · 
praising the doctors and standing up for 
them. Ye Gods, when we get a pain in 
the head or in the foot or in the middle 
of us we are glad to see them-we are 
not always very happy when the bill 
comes in-but I know the service that 
they render. A little nephew of mine 
from his boyhood days has wanted to be 
a doctor. He is the apple of my eye. He 
has finiched three years of premedical 
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school and has been admitted to medical 
school. I am glad that he has been able 
to make the grade, in spite of the high 
t. Q . 's required. · 

I have literally dozens, if not scores 
of young men who have graduated from 
colleges and universities, not only in my . 
district but throughout my State and 
all over the country who are most eager 
to get into medical school. But they 
cannot get in. I dare say every Member 
of the House of Representatives has 
many applicants in his own district who 
want to get into medical school while 
we are preaching an acute shortage of 
doctors. Why cannot they get in? 
Who has created the monopoly? Who 
wants the high fees? Who is responsible 
for our present predicament? 

I t rust the Members on this side of 
the aisle will not think I am talking like 
a wild-eyed radical or a Socialist when 
I say it is high time that the medical 
profe!;sion, honorable and valuable as it 
is in this country, puts its own house in 
order. 

We have been forced, I say, out of sheer 
necessity in the exigency of this situation 
to bring in this legislation, and with the 
gentleman from Texas, a good Democrat, 
I join him as the only Republican left 
in my State. JOE BRYSON of South 
Carolina says they are just saving me 
for seed corn. Sometimes I wonder 
whether it is ever going to sprout. But I 
think maybe it will, before too long. 
· But I agree with my friend from Texas 
in not even trying to justify certain pro
visions of this bill. I am going to hold 
my tongue when certain sections of it 
are read, and I will perhaps choke on 
my Adam's apple when I try to swallow 
parts of it, as the gentleman from 
Georgia will. He has a stronger con
stitution than I have. 

He smiles, but he does not like some 
of the provisions in the bill. But we are 
in a great crisis. I think if the Members 
of this House could have sat with the 
members of our committee and listened 
to all of the testimony and evidence, or 
if you will take the time to read the full 
report, you would agree that, under all 
the circumstances, it is just about the 
best thing we can do at this time. 

If there is any wrong committed, if 
there are any mistakes made, I am sure 
the gentleman from Georgia, astute and 
resourceful as he is, after his brief ex
perience of 36 ·years in this House, after 
knowing just a little about human na
ture, out of his broad mind and philan
thropic heart, will be most willing to 
listen, consult, and advise ·with any of 
you and bring in any additional measure 
to correct or rectify any wrongs that may 
have been perpetrated. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that we vote on 
the bill and pass it. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the remainder of my time, 2 minutes, 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hu
BERJ to speak out of order. 

Mr. HUBER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of or
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUBER. Mr. Chairman, I .urge 
the Congress to enact excess profits tax 
legislation now, effective on excess 
profits earned after the start of the Ko
rean war. We are told that the ad
ministration and the tax committees of 
the Congress would like to wait until · 
next year to enact an excess profits tax 
on the ground that more study is re
quired to develop a perfect excess profits 
tax. The contention of those who in
sist, as I do, on enactment of an excess 
profits tax effective for the last half of 
this year is that we are sending the boys 
to fight now, we are spending the money 
now, and profits, because of rising prices 
and inflation and war conditions, are 
running through the ceiling now with 
dangerous effects on the economy. If we 
wait until next year these profits will 
escape excess profits taxation. It is 
strange that the Senate Finance Com
mittee should produce a tax increase bill 
raising nearly $3,000,000,000 from indi
viduals, bearing heavily upon those in the 
lower income brackets, and at the same 
time should increase corporate taxes by 
only a half billion. It is true that the 
accelerated payment of corporate taxes 
is estimated to yield a billion and a half 
in a year but the actual tax on corpora
tions in the bill now being debated on 
the Senate floor will produce only $320,-
000,000 additional in fiscal year 1951. 
Corporate profits were the last to be taxed 
in World War II and the first to be re
lieved of taxes after the war. 

An important economic reason for 
curbing excessive profits through taxes 
now is that it would be one of the best 
anti-inflation measures we could take. 
Unless the working man can be assured 
that these profits will be subjected to 
just taxation, he will inevitably demand 
substantial wage increases in the next 
few weeks and months. Why? Because 
the cost of living has increased sub
stantially since his last wage increase 
and because the corporations have the 
profits with which to pay these wage in
creases. You cannot ask labor to ac
cept wage stabilization now while giv
ing corporations the go ahead to jack 
up prices and reap unprecedented war 
profits. · 

The amendment that Senator 
O'MAHONEY and Senator CONNALLY are 
pressing in the Senate to the pending 
tax bill, H. R. 8920, and which I propose 
in the House, is a simple, workable and 
justifiable addition to the pending bill. 
Basically it simply reactivates the excess 
profits tax of World War II, a tax which 
was never repealed but merely sus
pended. It is brought up to date by the 
proposed amendment. A 4-year base, 
1946-49 is substituted for the World 
War II base of 1936-39. Because of 
the super-normal profits earned by cor
porations during this 4-year period as 
a result of the liquidations of war-ac
cumulated demand for consumer goods, 
and business expansion, we propose to 
use 80 percent of the average 1946-
1949 profits as the base. Still retained, 
of course, is the alternative of the in
vested capital base as in the World War 
II law. The rate of tax proposed is 85 
percent of excess profits after allowing 
for all exemptions and deductions and a 

$10,000 specific exemption for small com
panies, and an additional $10,000 exemp
tion for new companies formed since 
1945 using the invested capital base in 
calculating the tax. TheEe specific ex
emptions will assure new and small, in
dependent business that this tax will 
not be an excess burden: 

It should be kept in mind that the 
proposed amendment merely reactivates 
the existing World War II excess-profits 
tax which is still in the tax code. There 
is nothing new or novel or unworlfable 
about this amendment. Furthermore, 
the amendment directs the Joint Com
mittee on Internal Revenue Taxation to 
make an intensive study of excess-profits 
taxation and to bring forth suggested 
perfecting amendments for the Congress 
to consider early in the year. These 
amendments, if adopted, could be made 
retroactive to July 1 of this year, the ef
fective date of the excess-profits tax. 
Businessmen, accountants, and lawyers . 
are generally familiar with the excess
profits tax of World War II. It worked 
during World War II and it could work 
equally well in the present emergency. 
Estimated excess-profits-tax liability-Pro-

posed amendment to H. R. 8920 
Proposed base for excess-profits taxa-

tion, 80 percent of 1946-49 average 
($28,900,000,000) ------------------- 23. 1 

Exemptions at $10,000 "specific" and 
$10,000 for each new business______ 3. O 

Subject to normal and surtax 
only------------------------- 26. 1 

Excess-profits-tax addition to total tax at 
85-percent rate is 40 percent of excess (i. e., 
?5 percent less 45 percent normal and sur
tax). 

Yield resulting from 
If profits in taxable excess-profits tax 
' year aggregate: will be: 
$26,100,000,000 ------------
$28,100,000,000 ------------
$30,100,000,000 ------------
$32,100,000,000 ------------
$34,100,000,000 ------------
$36,100,000,000 ------------
$38,100,000,000 ------------
$40,100,000,000 -------------

0 
$ 800,000, 000 
$1,600,000,000 
$2,400,000,000 
$3,000,000,000 
$3,800,000,000 
$4,600,000,000 
$5,400,000,000 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further requests for time on this side, 
and I ask that the Clerk read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the 
~elective Service Act of 1948, as amended, 
is hereby amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following subsections: 

"(i) (1) Notwithstanding any other pro
vision of this title, except subsections 6 (j) 
and 6 ( o), the President is authorized to re
quire special registration of and, on the 
basis of requisitions submitted by the De
partment of Defense and approved by him, 
to make special calls for male persons quali
fied in needed-

" (A) medical and allied specialist cate
gories who have not yet reached the age o.f 
45 at the time of registration, and 

"(B) dental and allied specialist cate
gories who have not yet reached the age 
.of 45 at the time of registration. 
Persons called hereunder. shall be liable for 
induction for not to exceed 21 months of 
service in the Armed Forces. No such per
son who, on August 16, 1950, is a member 
of a Reserve component of the Armed Forces 
shall, so long as he remains a member there
of, be liable for induction under this sub
·section, but nothing in thic subsect ion shall 
be construed to afi'ect the authority of tii.e 
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President under any other provision of law 
to call to active duty members and units of 
the Reserve components. No person in the 
medical, dental, and allied specialist cate
gories shall be inducted under the provi- ·. 
sions of this subsection after he has at
tained the forty-sixth anniversary of the 
date of his birth. 

"(2) In registering and inducting per
sons pursuant to paragraph ( 1) of this sub
section, the President shall, to the extent 
that he considers practicable and desirable, 
register and induct in the following order of 
priority: 

"First. Those persons who participated as 
students in the Army specialized training 
program or similar programs administered 
by the Navy, and those persons who were 
deferred from service during World War II 
for the purpose of pursuing a course of in
struction leading to education in one of the 
categories referred to in clauses (A) and 
(B ) of paragraph (1) of this subsection who 
have had less than 90 days of active duty 
in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, the 
Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the Pub
lic Health. Service subsequent to the com
pletion of or release from the program or 
course of instruction (exclusive of the time 
spent in postgraduate training). 
· "Second. Those persons who participated 
as students in the Army specialized training 
program or similar programs administered 
by the Navy, and those persons who were 
deferred .from service during World War II 
for the purpose of pursuing a course of in
struction leading to education in one of 
the categories referred to in clauses (A) and 
(B) of paragraph ( 1) of this subsection who 
have had 90 days or more but less than 21 
months of active duty in th'e Army, the Air 
Force, the Navy, the Marine Corps, the Coast 
Guard, or the Public Health Service subse
quent to the completion of or release !rom 
the program or course of instruction (ex
clusive of the time spent in postgraduate 
training). 

"Third. Those who did not have active 
service in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, 
the Maririe Corps, the Coast Guard, or the 
Public Health Service subsequent to Septem
ber 16, 1940. 

"Fourth. Those not included in the first 
and second priority who have had active 
·service in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, 
the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the 
Public Health Service subsequent to Septem-, 
ber 16, 1940. Inductions of persons in this 
priority shall be made in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the President which 
may provide for ·the classification of such 
persons into groups according to the number 
of full months of such service which they 
have had and for the induction of the mem
bers of any such group after the induction 
of the members of any other such group 
having a greater number of full months of 
such service. 
In the selection of individuals from among 
the categories established by subsection (i) 
for induction, the President is authorized, 
under such rules and regulations as he 
may prescribe, to provide for the deferment 
of any individual whose deferment is found 
to be equitable and in the national interest, 
taking into consideration the length of his 
previous service in the Armed Forces (in
cluding the Coast Guard and the Public 
Health Service) of the United States, the 
extent of his participation in the Army 
specialized training program or similar pro
gram administered by the Navy, reasons .of 
hardship or dependency, and the mainte~ 
nance of the national healtl:\, safety, or 
interest. 

" ( 3) It is the sense of the Congress that 
the President shall provide for the annual 
deferment from training and service under 
this title of numbers of premedical, and pre
dental students at least equal to the average 

numbers of male premedical, and predental 
students in attendance at_ colleges and uni
versities in ·the United States during the 
years 1945 to 1950 as determined by the : 
Director. · 

· "(j) The President shall establish a Na- . 
tional Advisory Committee which shall ad
vise the Selective Service System, and shall 
coordinate the work of such State and local 
volunteer advisory committees as may be 
established to cooperate with the National 
Advisory Committee, with respect to the 
selection of needed medical and dental and 
allied specialist categories of persons as re
ferred to in subsection (i). The members 
of the National Advisory Committee shall 
be selected from among individuals who are 
outstanding in medicine, dentistry, and the 
sciences allied thereto, but it shall not be 
mandatory that all such fields of endeavor 
be represented on the committee. 

"(k) (1) Clause (3) of subsection 203 (a) 
of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 
(Public Law 351, 81st Cong.) is amended by 
striking out the words 'volunteered and' and 
'voiunteer and.' 
- "(2) Subsection 203 (b) of the Career 

Compensation Act of 1949 is amended by 
striking out 'Provided further, That the com
missioned officers described in subsection 
(a) (3) of this sectipn shall be entitled .to 
receive the pay provided by this subsection 
only during periods of volunteer service:'." 

SEc. 2. Section 202 of the National Security 
Act of 1947, as amended, is hereby amended 
by adding at the end thereof the following 
subsections: 

"(g) Under such regUlations as he shall 
prescribe, the Secretary of Defense with the 
approval of the President is authorized to 
transfer between the armed services, within 
the authorized commissioned strength of the 
respective services, officers holding commis
sions in the medical services or corps includ
ing the Reserve components thereof. No 
officer shall be so transferred without (1) his 
consent, (2) ·the consent of the service from 
which the transfer is to be made, and (3) 
the consent of the service to which the 
transfer is tq be made. 

"(h) Officers transferred hereunder shall 
be appointed by the President alone to such 
commissioned grade, permanent and tem
porary, in the armed service to which trans
ferred and be given such place on the ap
plicable promotion list of such service as he 
shall determine. Federal service previously 
rendered by any such officer shall be credited 
for promotion, seniority, and retirement pur
poses as if served in the armed service to 
which transferred according to tl~.e provisions 
of law governing promotion, seniority, and 
retirement therein. No officer upon a trans
fer to any service from which previously 
transferred shall be given a higher grade, or 
place on the applicable promotion list, than 
that_ which he could have attained had he 
remained continuously in the service to 
which retransferred. 

"(i) Any officer transferred hereunder shall 
be credited with the unused leave to which 
~e was entitled at the time of transfer." 

Mr. VINSON <interrupting the read.; 
ing). Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the further 
reading of the bill. and that it be open 
to amendment at any point. 
. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 
· There was no objection. 
- The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re
port the committee amendments. 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 11, strike out "on August 
16, 1950-.'' 

On page 2, line 13, after the word "for", add 
:the words "registration or." 

. One page 4, line 18, strike out the word 
"greater" and substitute in lieu thereof the 
word ''lesser." 
· On page 5, line 9, add a comma after the 

word "premedical". and-insert the following: 
"preosteopathic, preveterinary." 

On page 5, line 11, strike out the word 
"average." 

On page 5, line 11, after the word "pre
medical" adtl a comma and insert the fol
lowing: "preosteopathic, preveterinary ." 

One page 5, line 13, strike out the word 
'~during" and substitute the word "at." 

On page 5, line 14, strike out the words and 
figures "years 1945 to 1950" and substitute in 
lieu thereof the words "present level." 

One page 6, strike out lines 4 through 13, 
inclusive, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
following: 
, "SEC. 2. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 203 of Public Law 351, Eighty-first 
Congress, commissioned officers of the Re
serve components called or ordered to active 
duty with or without their consent, shall, if 
otherwise qualified, be entitled to the benefits 
of section 203 of Public Law 351, Eighty-first 
Congress." 

On page 6, line 20, strike out "2" and sub
stitute in lieu thereof "3:" 

On page 1, following line 24, add the follow
ing new sections: 

"SEC. 4. Notwithstanding any other provi
sion of law, where any person who served on 
active duty as a doctor or dentist in the 
United States Army, Navy, or Air Force Medi
cal Corps during world War II, thereafter has 
been, or shall be, recalled to active duty as a 
doctor or dentist in the Armed Forces of the 
United States, such person i:nay, under regu
lation prescribed by the President, be pro
moted to such grade or rank as may be com
mensurate with his medical or dental educa
tion, experience, and ability. 

"SEC. 5. No person inducted under the pro
visions of this act shall be entitled to the 
benefits of the provisions of section 203 of 
Public Law 351, Eighty-first Congress. 

"SEc. 6. For the purposes of this act, the 
term 'allied specialist .categories', shall in
clude but not be limited to veterinarians, 
bacteriologists, biochemists, radiation chem
ists, organic chemists, parasitologists, path
ologists, pharmacologists, biophysicists, radi
ation physicists, optometr~sts, pharmacists, 
occupational therapists, chiropodists, osteo
paths, physiologists, radiobiologists, serolo
gists, virologists, sanitary engineers, indus
trial hygienists, medical statisticians, indus
trial engineers, dietitians, psychologists, en
tomologists, psychiatric social workers, nutri
tionists, laboratory officers. 

"SEC. 7. This act, except for section 2, shall 
terminate on July 9, 1951." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. · 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MANSFIELD: 

Page 8, line 22, insert a new section 7 as 
follows: 

"That the second sentence of section 4 (a) 
of the Selective Service Act of 1948, as 
amended, is hereby amended to ·read as fol
lows: 

"'Any citizen of a foreign country, who is 
not defer.rable or exe:r;npt from training and 
service under the provisions of this title 
·(other than this subsection), shall be re
Ueved from liab111ty for . training and serv
ice under this title if, prior to his induction 
into the· armed forces, he has made applica
tion to be relieved from such liability in the 
manner-prescribed by and in accordance with 
rules and . regulations prescribed by tne 
·President; but any person who makes such 
application shall thereafter be debarred from 
becoming a citi~n of the United States and 
shall be taken i:p.to custody and deported.' 

• 



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-. HOUSE 13867 
"SEC. 8.. The amendment made by this act 

shall be in effect with respect to all citizens
.of foreign countries who have heretofore 
applied or who hereafter apply, under sec
~ion 4 (a) of the Selective Service Act of 
1948, as amended, for relief from liability 
for training and service in the Armed Forces 
of the United States. 

"Renumber section 7 as section 9." 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I re
serve a point of order on the amendment 
on the ground that the amendment is 
not germane to the bill which is to pro
vide for special registration of certain 
medical, dental, and allied specialist 
ca tegories and does not embrace the 
subject matter which the gentleman is 
seeking to add to the bill by his amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. D:>es the · gentle
man from Georgia reserve a point of 
order or make the point of order? 

Mr. VINSON. I reserve the point of 
order to give the gentleman from 
Montana an opportunity to express his 
views; but I want to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that these bills have been referred to 
the Armed Services Committee, and it is 
the hope of the committee to get around 
to giving the gentleman from Montana 
and the authors of the other bills a hear
ing just as soon as we can. We have been 
very busy on three or four very impor
tant bills since these bills were intro
duced. No doubt the committee sympa
thizes with them, and no doubt will try to 
deal with this amendment of the draft 
act, but we just have not had time to do 
so. , I assure the gentleman from Mon
tana that we will try to give him a hear
ing and to hear the other Members, be
cause we have the same objective in view. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, in 
view of the importance of the subject 
matter covered by this amendment I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Montana? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Montana is recognized for 10 
minutes. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to express my sentiments about the 
gentleman from Georgia, chairman of 
the Committee on Armed· Services, and 
to tell him that I respect his integri
ty and sincerity, that I know he will do 
everything possible to help remove this 
road block in the Selective Service Act 
of 1948. The gentleman will recall that 
I and a number of others went to see 
him about getting action on this. The 
gentleman has expressed his entire sym
pathy with this proposal. I believe, Mr. 
Chairman, despite the point of order 
raised that the point of order is not good 
against this particular amendment, but 
I will refer to that at a later stage in 
my remarks. 

I wish to call ·the attention of the 
House again to material which I received 
from the State of Montana relative to 
this particular proposition and indicate 
as sincerely as I can just how· important 
this seeming little amendment is. 

According to the present Selective 
Service Act of 1948 it is possible for an 
alien who is forced to register like every 

. XCVI--873 

other eligible person in this country, to 
legally claim exe~ption from serving in. 
the Armed Forces of the United States. 
This has been done by aliens in different 
parts of the country. I cannot see why 
some people in that category should 
enjoy a privilege superior to that enjoyed 
by an Amer ican. Therefore I have intro
duced a bill from which this amendment 
is taken along with various other Mem
bers, including the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. DAVIS], the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. FORD], the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. WOODRUFF], the 
gentleman from California [Mr. HAVEN
NERJ, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
K ARST], the ger.t;leman from California 
[Mr. JACKSON], the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. THOMPSON]; , the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. GUILL], and otheri... 
We are all desirous that this action be 
considered, if at all possible, at this time. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield to the gen
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. I would like to compli
ment the gentleman for Qringing this 
matter to the fioor of.the House and get
t ing some assurance from the chairman 
of the committee that this kind of leg
islation will be reviewed by his committee 
and undoubtedly acted · upon favorably 
i:;,_ the near future. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the gen
tleman. 
. Mr. Chairman, as far as the point of 
order is concerned, the present bill we 
are considering, H. R. 9554, is, as I read 
it, a bill to amend the Selective Service 
Act of 1948. Of course; it picks out a 
special category, but the bill itself, as a 
whole, I think is open. I believe that on 
the basis of the fact this is a bill to amend 
the Selective Service Act of 1948 the 
amendment which is being offered · for 
the same purpose should be considered 
germane at this time. 

May I ask the chairman of the Armed 
Services Committee, the gentleman from 
Georgia,_ if he will give us a little more 
than a hope, a definite promise that the 
committee will take action on this par
ticular· amendment this week? 

Mr. VINSON. I may say to the dis
tinguished gentleman that if the House 
is in session the remainder of the week 
or if the House is in session where we 
can get around to it, after we call up a 
conference report on the bill, I am per
fectly willing to have a hearing on it. 
No doubt as a result of the hearing some 
amendment to the Draft Act dealing with 
this subject can be worked out. There 
are several phases to it that cause a little 
concern because when you ref er to dis
placed persons, the bill which the gen
tleman is sponsoring says they shall be 
deported. Deported where? Where are 
you going to send them? Out into the 
ocean? 

We will give the gentleman~~ hearing. 
We are sympathetic with the premise, 
but I cannot say whether the hearing 
will be tomorrow because I may not be 
able to get a hearing tomorrow. We are 
all in sympathy with the purpose the 
gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to express 
:ip.y thanks again to the gentleman from 

Georgia. Insofar as the matter of de
portation is concerned, I do not thin.~ 
that would be so much our business as 
~t would be to make. known specifically 
that as far as the intent of this Congre3s 
is concerned these people who will n~t 
assume the obligations that Americans 
have to assume should be deported from 
this country and should not be allowed 
to breathe freedom's air here. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield to the gen
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. I think it is 
entirely proper that the gentleman has 
brought this particular issue to the :fioor 
of the House at this time. As he men
tioned, I was the author of a similar 
bill. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. The original bill, I 
may say to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. At least one 
of them. I, for one minute, would not 
want to concede that tnis amendment is 
anything but germane, but if the Chair 
should rule against us I hope the chair
man of the Committee on Armed Serv
ices will do everything that reasonably 
can be done to give us a chance to be 
heard before this session of the Con
gress adjourns. 

Mr. KARST. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield to the gen
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. KARST. I have a letter here from 
a constituent, Mr. ,Ray Cahill, in which 
he makes the following statement: 

My sen, who is 22 years olc!, h .:i.s to sub
mit to the draft without any recourse, and, 
consequently change the entire couri;;e of his 
life. While a. displaced person when called 
for the draft can stand up to the draft board 
and refuse to report for a physical examina
t;ion, and openly declare that he will not be
come a citizen and refuses to fight for the 
United States. He does all this in spite of 
the fact that we, the taxpayers, fed and 
clothed him a:r:"'.i transported him over here 
at our expense. 

Will this particular amendment that 
the gentleman has otrered cover that? 

Mr.1'!IANSFIELD. It certainly will. I 
may say to the gentleman that the bill 
that he has introduced will likewise cover 
the situation. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that my amend
ment be adopted so that this inequity 
in the Selective Service Act can be cor
rected. I ask, also, Mr. Chairman, that 
the point of order raised by the gentle
man from Georgia not be sustained. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I renew 
my point of order. 

The CHAffiMAN. Does the gentle
man from Montana desire to be heard? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not feel that the point of order is ger
mane because the bill under discussion 
is to amend the Selectice Service Act of 
1948 and my amendment has for its ulti
mate objective the same purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is pre
pared to rule. 

It is true that the bill mentions the 
Selective Service Act of 1948; however, 
it amends it in a certain specific man
ner and in certain specific categories. 

The Chair is inclined to believe that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
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from Montana goes far beyond the scope 
of the bill now before us and therefore 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SHORT: Page 

5, line 9, after the word "of", insert "optom
etry students and"; page 5, line 10, after the 
word "preveterinary", insert "preoptometry"; 
page 5, line 12, after the wo~d "preveteri
nary", insert "preoptometry." 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment simply includes preoptome
trists along with the preosteopaths, pre
veterinarians, premedical and predental 
students. 

Mr. VINSON. There is no objection 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. SHORT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SAYLOR: Page 

2, lines 4 and 7, after "age of'', strike out 
"forty-five" and insert "fifty"; page 2, line 
20, after "attained the", strike out "forty
sixth" and insert "fifty-first." 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, we have 
no objection to the amendment. That 
just changes the age. 

Mr. SAYLOR. That is all it does. It 
just establishes a larger group to call 
from. · · 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment bff ered by the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SAYLOR]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise and 
report the bill back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the recom
mendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended 
do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker havir:g resumed the chair, 
Mr. HARDY, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
<H. R. 9554) to amend the Selective 
Service Act of 1948, as amended, so as 
to provide for special registration, classi
fication, and induction of certain medi
cal, dental, and allied specialist cate
gories, and for other purposes, had di
rected him to report the bill back to 
the House with sundry amendments, 
with the recommendation that the 
amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the bill and all 
amendments thereto to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote de

manded on any amendment? If not, the 
Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. · 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 4029) to 
amend the Selective Service Act of 1948 
as amended, so as to provide for speciai 
registration, classification, and induc
tion of certain medical, dental, and allied 
specialist categories, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it en acted, etc., That section 4 of the 

Selective Service Act of 1948, as amended, is 
hereby amended by adding at the end thereof 
the following subsections: 

"(i) (1) Notwithstanding any other pro
vision of this title, except subsections 6 (j) 
and 6 ( o) , the President is authorized to re
quire special registration of and, on the 
basis of requisitions submitted by the De
partment of Defense and approved by him, 
to m ake special calls for male persons quali
fied in needed-

" (A) medical and allied specialist cate
gories who have not yet reached the age of 
55 at the time of registration, and 

" ( B) dental and allied specialist cate
gories who have not yet reached the age of 
45 at the time of registration. · 
Persons called hereunder shall be liable for 
induction for not to exceed 21 months of 
service in the Armed Forces .. No such per
son who, on August 16, 1950, is a member of 
a Reserve component of the Armed Forces 
shall, so long as he remains a member 
thereof, be liable for induction under this 
subsection, but nothing in this subsection 
shall be construed to affect the -authorit y 
of the President under any other provision 
of law to call to active duty members and 
units of the Reserve components. No per
son in the medical and allied specialist cate
gories shall be inducted under the provisions 
of this subsection after he has attained the 
fifty-sixth anniversary of the date of his 
birth and no person in the dental and allied 
specialist categories shall be inducted under 
the provisions of this subsection after he has 
attained the forty-sixth anniversary of the 
d ate of his birth. 

" ( 2) In registering and inducting persons 
pursuant to paragraph ( 1) of this subsec
tion, the President shall, to the extent that 
he considers practicable and desirable, regis
ter and induct in the following order of 
priority: 

"First. Those persons who participated as 
students in the Army specialized training 
program or similar programs administered 
by the Navy, and those persons who were de
ferred from service during World War II for 
the purpose of pursuing a course of instruc
tion leading to education in one of the 
categories referred to in clauses (A) and 
(B) of paragraph ( 1) of this subsection 
Who have had less than 90 days of activ~ 
duty in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, 
the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the 
Public Health Service subsequent to the com
plet ion of or release from the program or 
course of instruction (exclusive of the time 
spent in postgraduate training). · 
· "Second. Those persons who participated 

as students in the Army specialized train
ing program or similar programs admin
istered by the Navy, and those persons who 
were deferred from service during World War 
II for the purpose of pursuing a course of 
instruction leading ·to education in one of 
the above categories, who have had 90 days 
or more but less than 21 months of active 

duty in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, 
the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the 
Public Health Service subsequent to the com
pletion of · or release from the program or 
course of instruction (exclusive of the time 
spent in postgraduate training). 

"Third. Those who did not have active 
service in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, 
the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the 
Public Health Service subsequent to Sep
tember 16, 1940. 

"Fourth. Those not included in the first 
and second priority who have had active 
service in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, 
the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the 
Public Health Service subsequent to Sep
tember 16, 1940. Inductions of persons in 
this priority shall be made in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the President 
which m ay provide for the classification of 
such persons into groups according to the 
number of full mont hs of such service ·which 
they have had and for the induction of the 
members of any such group prior to the in
duction of the members of any other such 
group having a greater number of full 
months of such service. 
In the selection of individuals from among 
the categories established by subsection (i) 
for induction, the President is authorized, 
under such rules and regulations as he 
may prescribe, to provide for the deferment 
of any individual whose deferment is found 
to be equitable and in the national interest, 
taking into consideration the length of his 
previous service in the Armed Forces (in
cluding the Coast Guard and the Public 
Health Service) of the United States, the 
extent of h is participation in the Army 
specialized training program or similar pro
gram administered by the Navy, reasons of 
h ardship or dependency, and the mainte
n ance of the national health, safety, or 
interest. 

"(3) It is the sense of the Congress that 
the President shall provide for the annual 
deferment from training and service under 
this title of numbers of premedical and 
predental students at least equal to the 
numbers of male premedical and predental 
students in attendance at colleges and uni
versities in the United States at the present 
levels, as determined by the Director. 

"(j) The President shall establish a Na
tional Advisory Committee which shall ad
vise the Selective Service System and sh.all 
coordinate the work of such State and local 
volunteer advisory committees as may be 
establishd to cooperate with the National 
Advisory Committee, with respect to the 
selection of needed medical and dental and 
allied specialist categories of persons as 
referred to in subsection (i). The members 
of the National Advisory Committee shall 
be selected from among individuals who are 
outstanding in medicine, dentistry, and the 
sciences allied thereto, but except for the 
professions of medicine and dentistry, it 
shall not be mandatory that all such fields 
of endeavor be represented on the committee. 

"(k) (1) Clause 3 of subsection 203 (a) 
of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 
(P. L. 351, 81st Gong.) is amended by strik
ing out the words 'volunteered and' and 
'volunteer and'. 

"(2) Subsection 203 (b) of the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949 is amended by 
striking out . 'Provided further, That the 
commissioned officers described in subsection 
(a) (3) of this section shall be entitled to 
receive the pay provided by this subsection 
only during periods of volunteer service:'." 

SEC. 2. Section 202 of the National Se
curity Act of 1947, as amended, is hereby 
amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following subsections: 

"(g) Under such regulations as he shall 
prescribe, the Secretary of Defense with the 
approval of the President is aut horized to 

. transfer between the armed services, within 
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the authorized commissioned strength of 
the respective services, officers holding com
missions in the medical services or corps 
inc:uding the Reserve components thereof. 
No officer shall be so transferred without 
(1) his consent, (2) the consent of the 
service from which the transfer is to be 
m ade, and (3) the consent of t h e service to 
which t he transfer is to be made. 

"(h) Officers transferred hereunder shall 
be appointed by the President alone to such 
commissioned grade, permanent and tempor
ary, in the armed service to which trans
ferred and be given such place on the ap
plicable promotion list of such service as he 
shall determine. Federal service previously 
rendered by any such officer shall be credited 
for promotion, seniority, and retirement 
purposes as if served in the armed service to 
which transferred according to the provi
sions of law governing promotion, seniority, 
and retirement therein. No officer upon a 
transfer to any service from which previously 
transferred shall be given a higher grade, or 
place on the applicable promotion list, than 
that which he could have attained had he 
remained continuously in the service to 
which retransferred. 

"(i) Any officer transferred hereunder 
shall be credited with the unused leave to 
which he was entitled at the time of trans
fer." 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. VINSON: Strike 

out all after the enacting clause of S. 4029 
and insert the provisions of H. R. 9554, as 
amended, as follows: 

"Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the 
Selective Service Act of 1948, as amended, is 
hereby amended by adding at the end thereof 
the following subsections: 

"'(i) (1) Notwithstanding any other pro
vision of this title, except subsections 6 (j) 
and 6 (o), the President is authorized to re
quire special registration of and, on the basis 
of requisitions submitted by the Department 
of Defense ~nd approved by him, to make 
special calls for male persons qualified in 
needed-

" '(A) medical and allied specialist cate
g~es who have not yet reached the age of 
fifty at the time of registration, and 

"'(B) dental and allied specialist cate
gories who have not yet reached the age of 
fifty at the time of registration. 
Persons called hereunder shall be liable for 
induction for not to exceed 21 months of serv
ice in the Armed Forces. No such person who 
is a member of a Reserve compo~ent of the 
Armed Forces shall, so long as he remains a 
member thereof, be liable for registration 
or induct ion under this subsection, but 
nothing in this subsection shall be construed 
to affect the authority of the President under 
any other provision of l~ to call to active 
duty m embers and units of the Reserve com
ponent s. No person in the medical, dental, 
and allied specialist categories shall be in
duct ed under the provisions of this subsec
tion after he has attained the fifty-first an
niversary of the date of h is birth. 

"'(2) In registering and inducting persons 
pursuant to paragraph ( 1) of this subsec
tion, t h e President shall, to the extent that 
he considers practicable and desirable, regis
ter and induct in the following order of 
priority: 

" 'First. Those persons who participated as 
student s in the Army specialized training 
program or similar programs administered 
by the Navy, and those persons who were 
deferred from service during World War ll 
for the purpose of pursuing a course of in
struction leading to education in one of the 
categories referred to in classes (A) and 
(B) of paragraph (1) of this subsection who 

have had less than 90 days of active duty 
in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, the 
Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the PUb
lic Health Service subsequent to the comple
tion of or release from the program or course 
of instruction (exclusive of the time spent 
in postgraduate training). 

" 'Second. Those persons who participated 
as st udents in the Army -specialized training 
program or similar programs administered by 
t he Navy, and those persons who were de
ferred from service during World War II for 
the purpose of pursuing a course of instruc
t ion leading to education in one of the cate
gories referred to in clauses (A) and (B) of 
paragraph (1) of this subsection who have 
h ad 90 days or more but less than 21 months 
of active duty in the Army, the Air Force, the 
Navy, the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or 
the Public Healt h Service subsequent to the 
completion of or release from the program or 
course of instruction (exclusive of the time 
spent in postgraduate training). 

"'Third. Those who did not have active 
service in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, 
the , Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the 
Public Healt h Service subsequent to Septem
ber 16, 1940. 

"'Fourth. Those not included in the first 
and second priority who have had active serv
ice in the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, the 
Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, or the Public 
Health Service subsequent to September 16, 
1940. Inductions of persons in this priority 
shall be made in accordance with regulations 
prescribed by the President which may pro
vide for the classification of such persons 
into groups according to the number of full 
months of such service which they have had 
and for the induction of the members of any 
such group after the induction of the mem
bers of any other such group having a lesser 
number of full months of such service. 
In the selection of individuals from among 
the categories established by subsection (i) 
for induction, the President is authorized, 
under such rules and regulations as he may 
precribe, to provide for the deferment of any 
individual whose deferment is found to be 
equitable and in the national interest, taking 
in to consideratio.n the length of his previous 
service in the Armed Forces (including the 
Coast Guard and the Public Health Service) 
of the United States, the extent of his partic
ipation in the Army specialized training pro
gram or similar program administered by the 
Navy, reasons of hardship or dependency, and 
the maintenance of the national health, safe
ty, or interest. 

" '(3) It is the sense of the Congress that 
the President shall provide for the annual de
ferment from training and service under this 
title of numbers of optometry students and 
premedical, preosteopathic, preveterinary, 
preoptometry, and predental students at least 
equal to the numbers of male premedical, 
preosteopathic, preveterinary, preoptometry, 
and predental students in attendance at col
leges and universities in t he United States 
at the present level as determined by the 
Director. 

"'(j) The President shall establish a Na
tional Advisory Committee which shall ad
vise the Selective Service System, and shall 
coordinate the work of such State and local 
volunteer advisory committees as may be 
established to cooperate with the National 
Advisory Committee, with respect to the 
selection of needed medical and dental and 
allied specialist categories of persons as re
ferred to in subsection (i). The members of 
the National Advisory Committee shall be 
selected from among individuals who are 
outstanding in medicine, dentistry, and the 
sciences allied thereto, but it shall not be 
mandatory that all such fields of endeavor 
be represented on the committee.' 

"SEc. 2. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 203 of Public Law 351, Eighty-first 

Congress, commissionP,d officers of the Re
serve components called or ordered to active 
duty with or without their consent, shall, 
if otherwise qualified, be entitled to t h e 
benefits of section 203 of Public Law 351, 
Eighty-first Congress. 

"SEC. 3. Section 202 of the National Secu
rity Act of 1947, as amended, is hereby 
amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following subsections: 

"' (g) Under such regulations as he shall 
prescribe, the Secretary of Defense with 
the approval of the President is authorized 
to transfer between the armed services, 
within the authorized commissioned strength 
of the respective services, officers holding 
commissions in the medical services or corps 
including the Reserve components thereof. 
No officer shall be so transferred without 
(1) his consent, (2) the consent of the 
service from which the transfer is to be 
made, and (3) the consent of the service to 
which the transfer is to be made. 

"'(h} Officers transferred hereunder shall 
be appointed by the President alone to such 
commissioned grade, permanent and tempo
r ary, in the armed service to which trans
ferred and be given such place on the ap
plicable promotion list of such service as 
he shall determine. Federal service pre
viously rendered by any such officer shall be 
credited for promotion, seniority, and re
tirement purposes as if served in the armed 
service to which transferred according to the 
provisions of law governing promotion, sen
iority, and retirement therein. No officer 
upon a transfer to any service from which 
previously transferred shall be given a higher 
grade, or place on the applicable promo
tion list, than that which he could have 
attained had he remained continuously in 
the service to which retransferred. 

"'(i) Any officer transferred hereunder 
shall be credited with the unused leave to 
which he was entitled at the time of transfer.' 

"SEC. 4. Notwithstanding any other provi
sion of law, where any person who served 
on active duty as a doctor or dentist in the 
United States Army, Navy, or Air Force 
Medical Corps during World War II, there
after has been, or shall be, recalled to active 
duty as a doctor or dentist in the Armed 
Forces of the United States, such person may, 
under regulations prescribed by the Presi
dent, be promoted to such grade or rank as 
may be commensurate with his medical or 
dental education, experience, and ability. 
· "SEC. 5. No person inducted under the pro

visions of this act shall be entitled to the 
benefits of the provisions of section 203 of 
Public Law 351, Eighty-first Congress. 

"SEC. 6. For the purposes of this act, the 
term "allied specialist categories" shall in
clude, but not be limited to, veterinarians, 
bacteriologists, biochemists, radiation chem
ist s, organic chemists, parasitologists, pathol- · 
ogists, pharmacologist s, biophysicists, radia
t ion physicists, optometrists, pharmacists, 
occupational therapists, chiropodists, osteo
paths, physiologists, radiobiologists, serolo
gists, virologists, sanitary engineers, indus
trial hygienists, medical statisticians, indus
trial engineers, dietitians, psychologists, en
tomologists, psychiatric social workers, nutri
tionists, laboratory officers. 

"SEc. 7. This act, except for section 2, shall 
terminate on July 9, 1951.' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the third reading of the Senate bill. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third 

time and was read the third t ime. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the passage of the bill. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, on that 

I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 363, nays 1, answered "pres
ent" 1, not voting 65, as follows: 

[Roll No. 261] 

YEAS-363 

Abbitt Douglas 
Abernethy Doyle 
Addonizio Eberharter 
Albert Elliott 
Allen, Calif. Ellsworth 
Allen, Ill. Elston 
Allen, La. Engle, Calif. 
Andersen, Evins 

H. Carl Fallon 
Anderson, Calif.Feighan 
Andresen, Fellows 

August H. Fenton 
Andrews Fernandez 
Arends Fisher 
Aspinall Flood 
Auchincloss Fogarty 
Bailey Forand 
Baring Ford 
Barrett, Pa. Frazier 
Bates, Ky. Fugate 
Bates, Mass. Fulton 
Battle Furcoio 
Beall Garma tz 
Beckworth Gary 
Bennett, F!a. Gathings 
Bennett, Mich. Gavin 
Bentsen Gilmer 
Biemiller Golden 
Bishop Goodwin 
Boggs, Del. Gordon 
Boggs, La. Gorski 
Bollmg Gossett 
Bolton, Md. Graham 
Bonner Granahan 
Bosone Granger 
Breen Grant 
Brehm Green 
Brooks Gregory 
Brown, Ga. Gross 
Brown, Ohio Gum 
Bryson · Gwinn 
Buchanan Hagen 
Buckley, Ill. Hale 
Burdick Hall, 
Burke Leonard W. 
Burleeon Halleck 
Burnside Hand 
Burton Harden 
Byrne, N". Y. Hardy 
Byrnes, Wis. Hare 
Camp Harris 
Canfield Harrison 
Cannon Hart 
Carlyle Harvey 
Carnahan Havenner 
Carroll Hays, Ark. 
Case, N. J. Hays, Ohio 
Case, S. Dak. Heffernan 
Cavalcante Heller 
Celler Herlong 
Chatham Herter 
Chelf Heselton 
Chesney Hill 
Chiperfield Hinshaw 
Chudoff Hobbs 
Clemente Hoeven 
Clevenger Hoffman, Ill. 
Cole, Kans. Holmes 
Cole, N. Y. Hope 
Colmer H:oran 
Combs Howell 
Cooley Huber 
Cooper Hull 
Corbett Irving 
Cotton Jackson, Calif. 
Coudert J ackson, Wash. 
Cox Jacobs 
Crawford James 
Cunningham Javits 
Curtis Jenison 
Dague Jenkins 
Davenport Jennings 
Davies, N. Y. Jensen 
Davis, Ga. Jonas 
Davis, Tenn. Jones, Ala. 
Davis, Wis. Jones, Mo. 
Dawson Jones, N. C. 
Deane Judd 
DeGraffenried Karst 

; ~~~t~~ ~:~~en 
D'Ewart Kearns 
Dollinger Keating 
Dolliver Kee 
Dondero Kelley, Pa. 
Donohue Kelly, N. Y. 

, Doughton Kennedy 

Keogh 
Kerr 
Kilburn 
Kilday 
King 
Kirwan 
Kruse 
Kunkel 
Lane 
Lanham 
Lecompte 
LeFevre 
Lichtenwalter 
Lind 
Linehan 
Lodge 
Lovre 
Lucas 
Lyle 
Lynch 
McCarthy 
McConnell 
McCormack 
McDonough 
McGrath 
McGregor 
McGuire 
McKinnon 
McMillan, S. C. 
:Mcsweeney 
Mack, Ill. 
Mack, Wash. 
Madden 
Magee 
Mahon 
Mansfield 
Marsalis 
Marshall 
Martin, Mass. 
Merrow 
Meyer 
Michener 
Miles 
Miller, Md. 
Miller, Nebr. 
Mills 
Mitchell 
Monroney 
Morris · 
Morton 
Moulder 
Multer 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, Tenn. 
Nelson 
Nicholson 
Nixon 
Noland 
Norblad 
Norrell. 
O'Brien, Ill. 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Hara, Ill. 
O'Hara, Minn. 
O'Neill 
O'Sullivan 
O'Toole 
Passman 
Patman 
Patten 
Patterson 
Perkins 
Peterson 
Philbin 
Phillips, Calif. 
Pickett 
Poage 
Polk 
Potter 
Poulson 
Preston 
Price 
Priest 
Rabaut 
Rains 
Ramsay 
Rankin 
Redden 
Reed, Ill. 
Reed, N. Y. 
Rees 
Rhodes 
Ribicoff 
Rich 
Richards 
Riehlman 

Robeson 
Rodino 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rooney 
Sadlak 
Sanborn 
Sasscer 
Saylor 
Scott, Hardie 
Scrivner 
Scudder 
Secrest 
Shafer 
Shelley 
Sheppard 
Short 
Simpson, Ill. 
Simpson, Pa. 
Sims 
Smith-, Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Spence 
Staggers 
Stanley 

Steed 
Stefan 

· Stigler 
Stockman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Taber 
Tackett 
Talle 
Tauriello 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornberry 
Tollefson 
Towe 
Trimble 
Underwood 
Van Zandt 
Velde 
Vinson 
Vorys 
VurseU 
Wadsworth 

Wagner 
Walsh 
Walter 
Weichel 
Welch 
Wheeler 
White, Calif. 
White, Idaho 
Whitten 
Whittington 
Wickersham 
Widnall 
Wigglesworth 
Willis 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, Okla. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Winstead 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Wood 
Woodhouse 
Woodruff 
Young 
Zablocki 

NAYS-1 
Marcantonio 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 
Hedrick 

NOT VOTING-65 
Angell Holifield 
Barden Johnson 
Barrett, Wyo. Kearney 
Blackney ·Keefe 
Blatnik Klein 
Bolton, Ohio Larcade 
Boykin Latham 
Bramblett McCulloch 
Buckley, N. Y. McMillen, Ill. 
Bulwinkle Macy 
Christopher Martin, Iowa 
Crook Mason 
Crosser Miller, Calif. 
Dingell Morgan .. 
Durham Morrison 
Eaton Murray, ·Wis. 
Engel, Mich. Norton 
Gamble O'Konskl 
Gillette Pace 
Gore Pfeifer, 
Hall, , Joseph L. 

Edwin Arthur Pfeiffer, 
Hebert William L. 
Hoffman, Mich. Phillips, Tenn. 

So the bill was passed. 

Plumley 
Poweli 
Quinn 

· Regari 
Rivers 
Roosevelt 
Saba th 
Sadowski 
St. deorge 
Scott, 

Hugh D., Jr. 
Sikes 
Smathers 
Smith, Kans. 
Smith, Ohio 
Werdel 
Whitaker 
Wier 
Williams 
Withrow 
Yates 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

General pairs until further notice: 
Mr. Smathers with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Roosevelt with Mr. William L. Pfeiffer. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Smith of Ohio. 
Mr. Klein with Mr. Macy. 
Mr. Williams with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 
Mr. Holifield with Mr. Johnson. 
Mr. Crook with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Blackney. 
Mr. Yates with Mr. Angell. 
Mr. Dingell with Gillette. 
Mr. Sadowski with Mrs. St. George. 
Mr. Joseph L. Pfeifer with Mr. Eaton. 
Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Engel of 

Michigan. 
Mr. Quinn with Mr. Bramblett. 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Gamble. 
Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr. Hoffman 

of Michigan. 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Kearney. 
Mr. Morgan with Mr. Withrow. 
Mr. Pace with Mr. Smith of Kansas. 
Mr. Whitaker with Mr. O'Konski. 
Mr. Blatnik with Mr. McCulloch. 
Mr. Boykin with Mr. Mason. 
Mr. Powell with Mrs. Bolton of Ohio. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Barrett of Wyoming. 
Mr. Regan with Mr. Keefe. 
Mr. Wier with Mr: McMillen of Illinois. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Murray of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Larcade with Mr. Plumley. 
Mr. Durham with Mr. Hugh D. Scott, Jr. 
Mr. Gore with Mr. Phillips of Tennessee. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

By unanimous consent the proceed
ings whereby the bill H. R. 9554 was 
passed were vacated, and that bill laid 
on the table. 
AMENDING CIVIL AERONAUTICS ACT OF 

1938 

Mr. COLMER, from the Committee on 
Rules, reported the following privileged 
resolution <H. Res. 833, Rept. No. 3023), 
which was referred to the House Calen
dar and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop
tion of this resolution it shall be in order 
to move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9320) to amend the Civil 
Aeronautics Act of 1938, as amended, and 
all points of order against said bill are 
hereby waived. That after general debate, 
which shall be confined to the bill and 
continue not to exceed 1 hour, to be equally 
divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under 
the 5-minute rule. It shall be in order to 
consider without intervention of any point of 
order the substitute committee amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce now in the 
bill, and such. substitute for the purpo.se of 
amendment shall be considered .under the 
5-minute rule as an original bill. At the 
conclusion of the consideration of the bill 
for amendment, the Committee shall rise 
and report the same to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted· and 
any Member may demand a separate vo~e 
in the House on any amendm_ents adopted 
in the Committee of the Whole to the bill 
or committee substitute. The previous ques
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo
tion to recommit, and such motion to recom
mit may contain instructions germane to 
the bill or committee substitute. 

AMERICAN-MEXICAN TREATY ACT OF 
1950 

Mr. KEE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on the bill (S. 3934) 
to amend the act of May 13, 1944 <43 
Stat. 108), as amended, relating to the 
United States-Mexican boundary, and 
isk unaq,imous consent that the state
ment of the managers on the part of 
the House be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from west 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 3018) 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3934) 
to amend the Act of May 13, 1924 ( 43 Stat. 
118), as amended, relating to the United 
States-Mexican boundary, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to rec
ommend and do recommend to their respec
tive Houses as follows: , 

That the Senate recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the House to the 

. text of the bill and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the mat
ter proposed to be inserted by the House 
amendment insert the following: "That this 
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Act may be cited as the 'American-Mexican 
T:eaty Act of 1950.' 
"TITLE I-AUTHORIZATIONS FOR CARRYING OUT 

TREATY PROJECTS 

"SEC. 101. That the Secretary of State, 
acting through the United States Commis· 
sioner, International Boundary and Water 
Commission, United States and Mexico (here• 
in referred to as the 'Commission'), in con
nection with any project under the jurisdic
tion of the United States Section, Interna
tional Boundary and Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico, is authorized: (a) 
to purchase, or condemn, lands, or interests 
in lands, for relocation of highways, road
ways, railroads, telegraph, telephone, or elec
tric transmission lines, or any other properties 
whatsoever, the relocation of which, in the 
judgment of the said Commissioner, is neces
sitated by the construction or operation and 
maintenance of any such project, and to 
perform any or all work involved in said 
relocations on said lands, or interests in lands, 
other lands, or interests in lands, owned and 
held by the United States in connection with 
the construction or operation and mainte
nance of anY, such project, or properties not 
owned by the United States; (b) to enter into 
contracts with the owners of the said prop
erties whereby they undertake to acquire 
any, or all, property needed for said reloca
tion, or to perform any, or all, work involved 
in said relocations; and (c) for the purpose 
of effecting completely said relocations, to 
convey, or exchange Government properties 
acquired or improved under clause (a) above, 
with or without improvements, or other prop
erties owned and held by the United States 
in connection with the construction or opera
tion and maintenance of said project, or to 
grant term or perpetual easements therein 
or thereover. Grants or conveyances here
under shall be by instruments executed by 
the Secretary of State without regard to pro
visions of law governing the patenting of 
public lands. · · · 

"SEC. 102. The United States Commis
sioner is authorized to construct, equip, and 
opera~e and maJn~ain all access roads, high
ways, railways, power lines, buildings, and 
facilities necessary in connection with any 
such project, and in his discretion to pro
vide housing, subsistence; and medtcal and 
recreational facilities for the officers, agents, 
and employees of the United States, and/or 
for the contractors and their employees en
gaged in the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of any such project, and to 
make equitable charges therefor, or deduc
tions from the salaries and wages due em
ployees, or from progress payments due con
tractors, upon such terms and conditions as 
he may determine to ·be to the best interest 
of the United States, the sums of money 
so charged and collected or deducted to be 
credited to the appropriation for the project 
current at the time the obligations are in
curred. 

"SEC. 103. There are hereby authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of State 
for the. use of the Commission, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated, such sums as may be necessary to 
carry out the provisions of the Treaty of 
February 3, 1944, and other treaties and 
conventions between the United States of 
America and the United Mexican States, 
under which the United States Section 
operates, and to discharge the statutory 
functions and duties of the United States 
Section. Such sums shall be available for 
construction, operation and maintenance of 
stream gaging stations, and their equipment 
and sites therefor; personal services and 
rent in the District of Columbia and else
where; services, including those of attorneys 
and appraisers, in accordance with the pro
visions of Section 15 of the Act of August 2, 
1946 (5 U. S. c., sec. 55a), at rates for in
dividuals not in excess of $100 per diem 

and the United States Commissioner is here
by authorized, notwithstanding the provi
sions of any other Act, to employ as con
sultants by contract or otherwise without 
regard to the Classification Act of 1949, as 
amended, and the civil-service laws and reg
ulations, retired personnel of the Armed 
Forces of the United States, who shall not 
be required to revert to an active status, 
and who shall be entitled to receive, as 
compensation for such temporary service, 
the difference between the rates of pay es
tablished therefor and their retired pay · 
during the period or periods of such tem
porary employment; travel expense, includ
ing, in the discretion of the Commissioner, 
expenses of attendance at meetings of organ
izations concerned with the activities of the 
Commission which may be necessary for the 
efficient discharge of the responsibilities of 
the Commission; hire, with or without per
sonal services, of work animals, and animal
drawn and motor-propelled (including pas
senger) vehicles and aircraft and equip
ment; acquisition by donation, purchase, or 
condemnation, of real and personal prop
erty, including expenses of abstracts, cer
tificates of title, and recording fees; pur
chase of ice and drinking water; inspection 
of equipment, supplies and materials by con
tract or otherwise; drilling and testing of 
foundations and dam sites, by contract if 
deemed necessary; payment for official tele
phone service in the field in case of official 
telephones installed in private houses when 
authorized under regulations established by 
the Commissioner; purchase· of firearms and 
ammunition for guard purposes; and such 
other objects and purposes as may be per
mitted by laws applicable, in whole or in 
part, to the United States Section: Provided, 
That, when -appropriations have been made 
for the commencement or continuation of 
construction or operation and maintenance 
of any such project, the Un.ited States Com
missioner, notwithstanding the provisions 
of sections 3679, 3732, and 3733 of the Re
vised Statutes or any other law, may enter 
into contracts beyond the amount actually 
appropriated for so much of the work on 
any such authorized project as the physical 
and orderly sequence of construction makes 
necessary, such contracts to be subject to 
and dependent upon future appropriations 
by Congress. 

"SEC. 104. The United States Commis~ 
sioner, in order to comply with the provi
sions of articles 12 and 23 of the treaty 
of February 3, 1944, between the United 

·States and Mexico, relating to the utiliza
tion of the waters of the Colorado and Ti· 
juana Rivers and of the Rio Grande below 
Fort Quitman, Texas, is authorized to · ac
quire, in the name of the United States 
by purchase or by J?rOceedings in eminent 
domain, the physical properties owned by 
the Imperial Irrigation District of Califor
nia, located in the vicinity of Andrade Cali
fornia, consisting of the Alamo Canal in the 
United States, the Rockwood Intake, the 
Hanlon Heading, the quarry, buildings used 
in connection with such facilities, and ap
purtenant lands, and to reconstruct, operate 
and maintain such properties in connection 
with the administration of said treaty. 

"SEC. 105. Funds heretofore appropriated 
to the Department of State under the head
ing 'International Boundary and Water 
Commission, United States and Mexico' shall 
be available for the purposes of this title: 
Prov :ded, That authorizations under this 
title shall apply only to projects agreed upon 
by the two Governments in accordance with 
the treaty of February 3, 1944. 
"TITLE II-DOUGLAS-AGUA PRIETA SANITATION 

PROJECT 

"SEC. 201. That the Secretary of ·state is 
authorized, notwithstanding any other pro
vision of law and subject to the conditions 
provided in this title, to enter into an agree· 

ment with the appropriate official or of
ficials of the United Mexican States for the 
operation and maintenance by the · Interna
tional Boundary and Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico, of the Douglas
Agua Prieta sanitation project, located at 
Douglas, Arizona, and Agua Prieta, Sonora, 
Mexico, heretofore constructed by the said 
Commission, which agreement shall contain 
such provisions relating to a division between 
the two Governments of the costs of such 
operation and maintenance, or of the work 
involved therein, as may be recommended 
by said Commission and approved by the 
Government of Mexico and by the Secre
tary of State on behalf of the Government 
of the United States: Provided, That no 
such agreement shall be entered into until 
the governing body of the city of Douglas, 
Arizona, has given assurances satisfactory to 
the Secretary of State that it will so long as 
such agreement remains in force, contribute 
an equitable proportion, as determined, by 
the United States Section of said Commis
sion, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of State, of the costs of such operation and 
maintenance allocated to the United States. 

"SEc. 202. There is authorized to be appro
priated to the United States section, Inter
national Boundary an Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico, such sums as may 
be necessary to defray such costs as may 
accrue to the United States arising out of any 
such agreement for the operation and main
tenance of such project: Provided, That 
funds heretofore appropriated to the Depart
ment of State under the heading 'Interna
tional Boundary and Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico', shall be available 
for expenditure for the purposes of this title: 
Provided further, That any moneys received 
from the United Mexican States under the 
terms of any such agreement shall be avail
able for expenditure in connection with any 
appropriations which may- be available or 
which may be made for the purposes of this 
title: And provided further, That moneys re
ceived from the city of Douglas, Arizona, pur
suant to the provisions of this title shall be 
available for expenditure in connection with 
any appropriations which may be available 
or which may be made available for the pur
poses of this title. 

"TITLE III-CALEXICO-MEXICALI SANITATION 
PROJECT 

"SEC. 301. That the Secretary of State is 
authorized, subject to the conditions pro
vided in this title, to enter into an agreement 
with the appropriate official or officials of the· 
United Mexican States for the construction, 
operation, and maintenance by the Interna
tional Boundary and Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico, of a sanitat.ion 
project for the cities of Calexico, California, 
and Mexicali, Lower California, Mexico, which 
agreement shall contain such provisions re· 
lating to a division between the two Govern
ments of the cost of such construction and 
operation and maintenance, or of the work 
involved therein, as may be recommended by 
the said Commission and approved by the 
Government of Mexico and by the Secretary 
of State on behalf of the Government of the 
United States: Provided, That no such agree
ment shall be entered into until the govern
ing body of the city of Calexico, California, 
has given assurances satisfactory to the Sec
retary of State that, so long as such aizree
ment remains in force, the city of Cal~xico 
will contribute an equitable proportion, as 
determined by the United States Section of 
said Commission, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of State, of the costs of such 
construction, operation, and maintenance al
located to the United States. 

"SEC. 302. There is authorized to be appro
priated to the United States section, Inter
national Boundary and Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico, such sums as may 
be necessary to defray such costs as may ac
crue to the United States arising out of any 
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such agreement for t :1e construction, opera
tion, and maintenance of such project: Pro
vided, That funds heretofore appropriated 
to the Department of State under the head
ing 'International Boundary and Water 
Commission, United States and Mexico', shall 
be available for expenditure for the purposes 
of this title: Provided further, That any 
moneys received from the United Mexican 
States under the terms of any such agree
ment shall be available for expenditure in 
connection with any appropriation which 
may be available or which may be made 
available for the purposes of this title: And 
provided further, That moneys received from 
the city of Calexico, California, pursuant to 
the provisions of this title shall be available 
for expenditure in connection with any ap
propriations which may be avail~ble or which 
may be made available for the purposes of 
this title." 

And the House agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from its disagree

ment to the amendment of the House to the 
title of the bill. 

JOHN KEE, 
JAS. P . RICHARDS, 
A . S. J. CARNAHAN, 
ROBERT B. CHIPERFIELl>, 
JOHN M. VORYS, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
TOM CONNALLY, 
ELBERT D. THOMAS, 
J . W . FULBRIGHT, 
H . ALEXANDER SMITH, 
H. C. LODGE, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART 
OF THE HOUSE 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the d isagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 3934) to amend the Act 
of May 13, 1924 ( 43 Stat. 118) , as amended, 
relating to the JJnited States-Mexican 
Boundary, submit the following statement 
in explanation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon by the conferees and recom
mended in the accompanying conference re
port: 

S. 3934, the original· Senate bill, contained 
only what is now Title I. The House version 
of Title I is substantially the same as the 
original Senate bill. This title, and Titles 
II and III, were originally before the House 
in H. R. 6304. H. R. 6304 itself is a com
bination of three bills referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

H. R. 6304, as originally introduced, con
tained only what is now Title I. Title II, 
the Douglas-Agua Prieta project, was origi
nally introduced as H. R. 7691. Title III, 
the Calexico-Mexicali project, was originally 
introduced as H. R. 6031. The Committee on 
Foreign Affairs combined the substance of 
all three bills and reported one bill-H. R. 
6304-with three titles. The Senate bill was 
passed in lieu of H. R. 6304, after striking out 
all after the enacting clause and inserting 
the provisions of H. R. 6304 as reported. 

The conferees have retained the House pro
visions of Title I, but have agreed to modi
fications of language which, for the most 
part, clarify the provisions of Titles II and 
III without altering the substance. In ef
fect, these changes provide that the United 
States section of the International Boundary 
and Water Commission, United States and 
Mexico, shall, with the approval of the Secre
tary of State, determine the equitable share 
of costs of operation and maintenance to be 
paid by the cities of Douglas and Calexico. 
In the House version, the determination of 
cost rested with the Secretary of State. 

Under existing law, the municipalities bear 
the full cost of operating and maintaining 
these projects. However, a tremendous in
crease in population has taken place in the 
Mexican cities. Agua Prieta is now about 
three or four times larger than Douglas, its 

adjoinlng American city. Mexicali is now 
about 12 times larger than Calexico, its 
American neighbor. When the projects were , 
planned, the cost to be paid by the United 
States cities was determined on the current 
estimates of population growth on both sides 
of the border. The Mexican cities have 
grown faster than their United States neigh
bors, and the rate of increase could not be 
foreseen. Because of this, it may become 
necessary for the Federal Government to 
assume a part of the burden until it can 
settle with Mexico the share to be paid by 
the Mexican cities. 

In the House version, the municipalities 
would operate and maintain the projects. 
The conference agreement places this re
sponsibility on the International Boundary 
and Water Commission. In both sanitation 
projects, the American municipalities con
cerned will make an "equitable contribu
tion" for operation and maintenance. This 
would have been true in the House version. 
This principle has not been changed in the 
conference agreement. 

As for operation and maintenance by the 
International Boundary and Water Com
mission rather than by the municipalities, 
the conferees agreed that a more efficient 
use of the projects would result from Com
mission operation and maintenance than 
from municipal operation and maintenance. 
The cities do not have adequate staffs to 
service the projects adequately. When 
official dealings with the Mexican cities are 
necessary-almost a certainty in projects of 
this type-the municipalities are not ade
quately equipped, and, as a matter of inter
national law, have no authority. Such deal
ings are in law and fact international. The 
International Boundary and Water Commis
sion is equipped to do. this. For these rea
sons, the conferees concluded that operation 
and maintenance by the Commission was 
preferable. 

JOHN KEE, . 
JAS. P. RICHARDS, 
A. S. J. CARNAHAN, 
ROBERT B. CHIPERFIELD, 
JOHN M. VORYS, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

.Mr. KEE. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the conference re
port. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on he 

table. 
FORM OF NATIONAL BUDGET AND DE

PARTMENTAL ESTIMATES: GOVERN
MENTAL ACCOUNTING AND AUDITING 
METHODS AND PROCEDURES 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the conference report on the bill 
<H. R. 9038) to authorize the President 
to determine the form of the national 
budget and of departmental estimates, 
to modernize and simplify governmental 
accounting and auditing methods and 
procedures, and for other purposes, and 
ask unanimous consent that it be recom
mitted to the committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and I am not going to object, this is 
merely referring the conference report, 
which we had up yesterday, back to the 
committee of conference? 

Mr. DAWSON. That is right, sir. 
Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, fur

ther reserving the right to object, I hope 
that the gentleman will insist upon the 

the position which has been t aken 
against the Senate amendment, which 
would praCtically abrogate the rights of 
the appropriating committees of the 
Congress. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have an idea how 
the House feels about it. I shall fallow 
the wishes of the House. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAWSON. And I further ask 

unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
the conferees on the part of the House 
may have until midnight tonight to file 
a report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection . . 
PHILIPPINE PROPERTY ACT OF 1946 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8546) to 
amend the Philippine Property Act of 
1946. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman please explain this 
bill? 

Mr. CARNAHAN. This bill will allow 
the Philippine Alien Property Custodian 
to clear up his cases by June 30 of next 
year, and it provides that claims will 
then have to be filed in the United States 
courts rather than in the courts of the 
Philippines. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, there are 
90 more days given for filing claims in 
the Philippines, and then the suits must 
be filed in the United states. 

Mr. CARNAHAN. That is right. 
Mr. VORYS. And it has a unanimous 

report, I believe. 
Mr. CARNAHAN. That is right. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 

yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. TABER. I wonder to what date 

that 90-day provision will carry? 
Mr. CARNAHAN. Ninety days after 

the date that this act would go into 
effect. 

Mr. TABER. When will the 90 days 
begin · to run and when would it end? 

Mr. CARNAHAN. After the enact
ment of this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the final proviso 
of section 3 of the Philippine Property Act 
of 1946 (60 Stat. 418) is hereby amended 
to read as follows: "And provided further, 
That any suit authorized under the Trading 
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With the Enemy Act, as amended, with re
spect to property vested in or transferred to 
the President of the United States, the Alien 
Property Custodian, or any officer or agency 
designated by the President of the United 
States hereunder, which at the time of such 
vesting or transfer was located within the 
Philippines, shall after July 4, 1946, be 
brought, in the appropriate court of first in
stance of the Republic of the Philippines, 
against the officer or agency hereunder 
designated by the President of the United 
States with such right of appeal th~refrom 
as may be provided by law, but suits with 
respect to such property shall after 90 days 
from the enactment of this act be brought 
only in the courts of the United States." 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS FOR LOSSES 

AND DAMAGES INFLICTED UPON THE 
PORTUGUESE TERRITORY OF MACAO 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <H. R. 9484) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to effect the settlement of claims for 
losses and damages inflicted upon the 
Portuguese territory of Macao by United 
·states armed forces during World War 
ll in violation of neutral rights. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
understand this involves only the small 
payment of $200,000 to a country which 
was of great help to the allied cause 
during the last war. The Portugal Gov
~rnment was a friendly neutral and 
generously gave us airports which per
mitted us to prosecute the war. This 
is but a belated acknowledgment of our 
indebtedness. 

Mr. CARNAHAN. That is right. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
The. Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is hereby authorized and di
rected to pay the sum of 1,172,762.39 patacas 
with interest at the rate of 71.49 patacas 
daily from December 31, 1949, to the date of 
payment to the Government of Portugal in 
full and final settlement of claims for losses 
and damages inflicted by United States 
Armed Forces upon persons and property in 
the territory of Macao during World War II 
in violation of neutral rights; and there is 
hereby approprated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $202,559.52 together with such addi
tional sums as may be necessary, due to any 
increase in the exchange rate or to the 
accumulation of interest, to carry out the 
terms of the settlement. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read . the 
third time and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table, 

PROCEEDINGS AGAINST EDWARD A. 
RUMELY 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
submit a privileged report from the Se
lect Committee on Lobbying Activities. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
REPORT CITING EDWARD A. RUMEL Y 

The House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities, created by the House of Repre
sentatives under House Resolution 298 of the 
Eighty-first Congress, was authorized and 
directed to conduct a study and investigation 
of ( 1) all lobbying activities intended to in
fluence, encourage, promote, or retard legis
lation; and (2) all activities of the agencies 
of the Federal Government intended to in
fiuence, encourage, promote, or retard legis
lation. 

The Committee · for Constitutional Gov
ernment, Inc., 205 East Forty-second Street, 
New York, N. Y., and its executive secretary, 
Edward A. Rumely, have registered and re
ported as lobbyists under the Federal Reg
ulation of Lobbying Act since October 7, 
1946. Since that date the Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc., has re
ported spending approximately $2,000,000. 
One of the chief functions of the Commit
tee for Constitutional Government, Inc., is 
the distribution of books and pamphlets 
presenting one side of national legislative 
issues. In the period 1937 to 1944, prior to 
the enactment of the Federal Regulation of 
Lobbying Act of 1946, the Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc., distrib
uted some 82,000,000 booklets, pamphlets, 
and other pieces of literature, or at the rate 
of about 12,000,000 pieces a year. 

The Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment, Inc.,· accepts two types of contribu
tions: 

1. Those under $490. 
2. Those over $490. 
Contributions under $490 are accepted in 

any form; i. e., cash, check, for the general 
fund of the committee, or for specific pur
poses, like distribution of copies of John T. 
Flynn's book, The Road Ahead. 

Contributions of more than $490 are ac
cepted in only one form, 1. e., for specific 
purposes. Anyone wishing to give the Gom
mittee for Constitutional Government, Inc., 
more than $490 must state the specific pur
pose for which the contribution is to be 
used, and that purpose must be to distribute 
one or more of the committee's pamphlets, 
books, and so forth. The Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc., then ap
plies the term "sale" to such contributions 
and does not report them as contributions 
under the Federal Regulation of Lobbying 
Act. 

Our study of this organization indicates 
very clearly that its most important func
tion is the distribution of books and pam
phlets in order to influence legislation di
rectly and indirectly. It attempts to influ
ence legislation directly by sending copies of 
books, pamphlets, and other printed mate
rials to Members of Congress. It attempts to 
influence legislation indirectly by distribut
ing hundreds of thousands of copies of these 
printed materials to people throughout the 
United States. 

Of particular significance is the fact that 
Edward A. Rumely and the Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc., in recent 
years have devised a scheme for raising enor
mous funds without filing true reports pur
suant to the provisions of the Federal Regu
lation of Lobbying Act. This scheme has 
the color of legality but in fact is a method 
of circumventing the law. It utilizes the 
system outlined above whereby contributions 
to the Committee for Constitutional 'Gov
ernment are designated as payments for the 

purchase of books, which are transmitted 
to others at the direction of the purchaser, 
with both the contributor of the money and 
the recipients of the books totally unaware 
of the subterfuge in most cases. 

The establishment of a separate category 
of money received from the sale of books 
and pamphlets benefits the Committee for 
Constitutional Government in that it per
mits it to accomplish distribution of propa
ganda at reduced expenses. 

The distribution of printed material to in
fluence legislation indirectly by influencing 
public opinion is the basic function of the 
Committee for Constitutional Government. 
If a person gives a sum of money to the 
Committee for Constitutional Government to 
help them in their work, this money must 
bear the expense of distribution of the 
printed material. On the other hand, when 
a contributor makes his contribution under 
the guise of a purchase of books and pam
phlets, and distributes them himself, the dis
tribution is accomplished without expense 
to the Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment. 

A Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment pamphlet Octopus on the Potomac, in
dicated that the Committee for Constitu
tional Government, Inc., is well aware of the · 
savings inherent in this method of operation. 
It noted that-

"A telephone girl • • could mail out 
1,000 or more * • • folders in a few days 
during her slack time. 

"Use the • • • folder as a 'tuck-in' 
in mail to suppliers, place bulk quantities at 
meetings of service clubs. Professional men 
may welcome receiving bulk quantities to 
distribute from their reception rooms. Some 
firms have mailed thousands of such enclos
ures when sending dividend checks to stock
holders." 
· Because of the refusal of the Committee 

for Constitutional Government, Inc., to pro
duce pertinent financial records, this com
mittee was unable to determine whether or 
not the Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment, Inc., is evading or violating the let
ter or the spirit of the Federal Regulation of 
Lobbying Act by the establishment of class 
or contributions called "Receipts from the 
sale of books and literature," or whether they · 
are complying with a law which requires 
amendments to strengthen it. 

The policy of the Committee for Constitu
tional Government, Inc., of refusing to accept 
contributions of more than $490 unless ear
marked for books, etc., may also involve: ( 1) 
Dividing large contributions into install
ments of $490 or less, and causing the records 
of the Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment to reflect receipt of each installment on 
a different date, and/or causing the records 
of the Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment; to give credit for the several in
stallments, to various relatives and associates · 
of the actual contributor. (2) Causing the 
Committee for Constitutional Government's 
records as to "contributions" to reflect less 
than the total amount of contributions ac
tually received, by labeling some part of such 
funds as payments made for printed matter. 

Because of the refusal of the Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc., to produce 
pertinent financial records, this committee 
was unable to determine whether or not the 
Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act requires 
amendment to prevent division of large con
tributions irito installments, or to prevent 
the crediting of contributions to others than 
the real contributor, or to prevent the use of 
other subterfuges. 

Some of the bo.oklets and pamphlets dis
tributed by this lobby are as follows: The 
Road . Ahead, by John T. Flynn; Why the 
Taft-Hartley Law~ by Irving G. Mccann; 
Compulsory Medical Care and the Welfare 
State, by Melchior Palyi. 
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Postal cards, dodgers, and leaflets are used 

to stimulate contributions to aid the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government, Inc., 
distribute these books. These solicitations 

. tie the books in with legislation. For ex
ample: 

(a) A postcard, set forth in the record as 
exhibit A of the committee's proceedings 
under the date of June 27, 1950, soliciting 
mass purchases of The Road Ahead , states 
that "if you and others help distribute to 
millions this eye-opening book, they will see 
the perils ahead and reverse our movement 
into socialism." 

(b) A leaflet, set forth in the record as ex
hibit B of the committee's proceedings under 
the date of June 27, 1950, entitled "Rent 
Control Plunderbund,'' sets out arguments 
against rent control, notes that "rent con
trol is one step leading to socialism in the 
United States of America. Read The Road 
Ahead if you want to know the entire 
story. • • • Send this folder to others 
and help accomplish wide distribution. • • • 
Write for a quantity of these folders and 
send one to your councilman, to your mayor, 
your Congressman and Senator; and to your 
State legislators. Send them with a brief 
note expressing your own opinion; distribute 
them to friends, members of serv1ce clubs, to 
tenants and landlords, fellow employees or 
stockholders; to your physician, dentist, and 
lawyer; mail a copy to the editor of your 
newspaper." 

( c) A leaflet set forth in the record as ex
hibit C of the committee's proceedings under 
the date of June 27, 1950, entitled "Our 
Medical Schools-Will They Be Next? S. 
1453 Would Set Pattern for Nationalization 
of All Professional Schools," gives arguments 
against this bill (which is also H. R . 5940), 
the so-called Emergency Professional Health 
Training Act of 1949. This leaflet notes that 
many phyisicians have reexami_ned their po
sition on this bill-

"Such reappraisal has been sharply stimu
lated by John T. Flynn's current book, The 
Road Ahead • • • (which) leaves no 
room for doubt as to the inevitable destina
tion of our present course. If every thinking 
person could be induced to read this book, 
to use it as a text, and to ten his Senators 
and Congressmen what he expects of them, 
it might turn the tide." 

(d) A leaflet set forth in the record as 
exhibit D of the committee's proceedings 
under date of June 27, 1950, entitled "Com
pulsory Medical Care and the Welfare State," 
contains quotations in praise of this book 
and a reprint of an editorial, Sugar Coated 
Tyranny. The editorial notes that the book 
"is of primary importance to American today. 
• • • Armed with such material as is in
cluded between the covers of Compulsory 
Medical Care and the Welfare State, you may 
be able to ward off this calamity." 

This book was not published by the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government, Inc., 
but is being distributed by that group. 

( e) A leaflet set forth in the record as 
exhibit E of the committee's proceedings 
under the date of June 27, 1950, entitled 
"Why the Taft-Hartley Law?" outlines the 
nature of the book, which favors that law. I 
note: 

"As soon as the book comes from the 
presses, free distribution must be made to 
top-level, opinion-molding groups such as 
16,000 editors and publishers of daily and 
weekly newspapers-religious, labor, farm, 
etc.-to Members of Congress, to 7,000 State 
legislators and governors, to 40,000 farm lead
ers, 1,700 presidents of universities, etc." 

A note at the bottom of the orqer form 
reads: 

"Purchase of educational literature to edu
cate public opinion in upholding constitu
tional principles on which our free enter
prise system rests, is legitimate corporate 
expenditure." 

(f) A leaflet set forth in the record as ex
hibit F of the committee's proceedings under 

the. date of June 27, 1950, entitled "Wagner 
Act Should Be Repealed" states five reasons 
why this law should . be repealed, then ad
vertises Labor · Monopolies-or Freedom, by 
John Scoville, which shows why you cannot 
h ave both. 

The leaflet continues: 
"Express your convictions to . your Sena

tors and Congressmen. Enclose with your 
letter a copy of this leaflet. Also send them 
the book, Labor Monopolies-or Freedom." 

(g) A confidential memorandum set forth 
in the record as exhibit G of the committee's 
proceedings under the date of June 27, 1950, 
entitled "Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment, Inc., and Fighters · for Freedom, 
Memorandum, Confidential, Not for Publi
cation," instructs the reader to circulate the 
book The Road Ahead and to m ake The 

_Road Ahead dominate national thinking 
and do its important job"soon after the next 
session of Congress opens. 

These leaflets and memoranda, coupled 
with the books themselves, are evidence that 
their distribution by the Committee for Con
stitutional Government, Inc., constitutes an 
attempt by that organization to influence 
legislation, directly and indirectly. It is 
submitted that the House Select Committee 
on Lobbying Activities and the Congress are 
entitled to know the identity of the large 
financial backers of the Committee for Con
stitutional Government, Inc. The mere 
identification would not in any way restrict 
or curb the activities of this organization, 
but would permit the Congress to know the 
source of the indirect pressures created by 
this distribution. That knowledge will put 
the Con gress in a better position to evaluate 
those pressures. 

The reports filed by the Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc.,. do not 
identify the bulk purchasers, nor do they 
disclose the respective amounts of such bulk 
purchases. The House Select Committee on 
Lobbying Activities has obtained comparable 
information from other organizations, in
cluding some which are not registered and 
do not report under the Federal Regulation 
of Lobbying Act, but the Select Committee 
on Lobbying Activities has been unable to 
obtain from the Committee for Constitu
tional Government, Inc., this kind of in
formation. It has also been unable to ob
tain information as to loans made to the 
Committee for Constitutional Government, 
Inc., in connection with certain of its publi
cations. 

The chairman of the House Select Com
mittee on Lobbying Activities issued and 
caused to be served a subpena duces tecum 
on said Edward A. Rumely, directing him to 
be and appear before the said Select Com
mittee on Lobbying Activities on June 6, 
1950, at 10 a. m. and to bring with h im su ch 
records of the Committee for Constitutional 
Government, Inc., as would disclose the 
identity of all persons for whom $500 or 
more h ad been received in a given period 
whether under the name of "contributions" 
or "purchases" of books and pamphlets be
tween the period January 1, 1947, and May 1, 
1950, and then and there to testify touching 
matters of inquiry committed to said Com
mittee on Lobbying Activities. The subpena 
duces tecum served upon Edward A. Rumely 
is set forth in words and figures as follows: 

"BY AUTHORITY OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA
TIVES OF THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA . 

"To: Benedict F. FitzGerald: 
"You are hereby commanded to summon 

Edward A. Rumely, Committee for Constitu
tional Government, Inc., 205 East Forty-sec
ond Street, New York, N. Y., to be and appear 
before the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities of the House of Representatives of 
the United States, of which the Honorable 
FRANK BUCHANAN is chairman, and to bring 
With him such of the records of said com
mittee as indicated: 

·" ( 1) the name and address of each person 1 

from whom a total of·$1,000 or more has been 
received by the committPe during the period 
January 1, 1947, to May 1, 1950, for any pur
pose, including, but not limited to (a) re
ceipts from the sale of books, pamphlets, and 
other literature, (b) contributions, (c) 
loans; 

"(2) as to each such i..erson 1 the amount, 
date, and purpose of each payment which 
formed a part of the total of $1,000 or more, 
in their chamber in the city of Washington, 
on Tuesday, June 6, 1950, Room 362, Old 
House Office Building, at the hour of 10: 00 
a. m., then and there ·to testify touching 
matters of in quiry committed to said com
mittee; and he is not to depart without leave 
of said committee. 

"Herein fail not, and make return of this 
summons. 

"Witness · my hand .and the seal of the 
House of Representatives of :the United 
States, at the city of Washington, this 25th 
day of May 1950. 

" [SEAL) Frank Buchanan 
"FRANK BUCHANAN, Chairman. 

"Attest: 
"RALPH R. ROBERTS, Clerk." 

The said subpena duces tecum was served 
on Edward A. Rumely by Benedict F. Fitz
Gerald, Jr ., counsel for-the Select Committee 
on Lobbying Activities. The return of thft 
service of the subpena, endorsed thereon, is 
set forth in words and figures, as follows: 

"Served on Edward A. Rumely at the of
fices of the Committee for Constitutional 
Government, Inc., 205 East Forty-second 
Street, New York City, on Friday, May 26, 
1950, at about 5 p. m. py delivery in hand 
to the said Edward A. Rumely, by the un
dersigned. 

"BENEDICT F . FITZGERALD, JR., 
"Counsel, House Select Committee 

on Lobbying Activities." 

Pursuant to said subpena, Edward A. 
Rumely appeared before the Select co·mmit
tee on Lobbying Activities on June 6, 1950, 
but failed and refused to produce certain 
records called for in the subpena duces 
tecum, and as a result of such refusal the 
Select Committee on Lobbying Activities 
was deprived from receiving information 
concerning a matter committed to said com
mitte~. The record of the proceedings before 
the Select Committee on Lobbying Activities 
held on Tuesday, June 6, 1950, during which 
the said Edward A. Rumely refused to fur
nish certain material pertinent to the sub
ject under inquiry, is set forth in part as 
follows: 

"HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
"HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON LOBBYING ArTIVITIES, 
"Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 6, 1950. 

"The committee met, pursuant to call, at 
10:40 a. m., in the caucus room, Old House 
Office Building, Hon. FRANK BucHANAN 
(chairman) presiding. 

"Present: Representatives BUCHANAN, LAN
HAM, ALBERT, BROWN, and O'HARA. 

"Also present: Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., 
committee counsel. 

"The CHAmMAN. The committee will come 
to order. 

• 
"The CHAI8MAN. Mr. Brown, if you will 

yield for just a moment, I would like to 
record here the fact that we have a quorum 
present, and I shall announce the members 
of the committee and make acknowledgment 
of tl?-at fact as a part of the record. 

"Mr. LANHAM, Mr. ALBERT, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
O'HARA, and myself. A quorum is thus pres
ent. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Will you be sworn, Mr. 
Rumely? 

1 Includes any individual, partnership, 
corpqration, association, or other organiza
tion or group. 
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"Do you swear that the statements you 

make to the committee will be the truth, 
the whole truh, and nothing but the truth, 
so h elp you God, to the last great day? 

"Mr. RUMELY·. I do. 
"TESTIMONY OF EDWARD A. RUMELY 

"The CHAIRMAN. Give your name and ad
dress, please. 

"Mr. RUMELY. Edward A. Rumely, R-u-m
e-1-y. 

"The CHAIRMAN. What is your official con
nection with the Committee for Constitu
tional Government? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I am executive secretary. 
''The CHAIRMAN. How long have you been 

with this committee, sir? 
"Mr. RUMELY. Since it was founded in 

1937. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Where are your official 

offices located? 
"Mr. RuMELY. 205 East Forty-second, New 

York City. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Are you or your organiza-

tion registered under the Lobbying Act? 
"Mr. RUMELY. We are, under protest. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Under protest? 
"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
"The CHAIRMAN. A subpena was issued on 

the 25th day of May 1950, by authority of the 
House of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States of America, command
ing Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., committee 
counsel, to summon you to be and appear 
before the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities of the House of Representa
t ives, of which I, Representative FRl.NK 
BUCHANAN, am chairman, and to bring with 
you such of the records of the Committee for 
Constitutional Government as indicate: (a) 
The name and address of each person from 
whom a total of $1,000 or more has bzen 
received by the Committee for Constitutional 
Government during the period January 1, 
1947, to May 1, 1950, for any purpose, includ
ing, but not limited to (A) receipts from the 
sale of books, . pamphlets, and other litera
ture; (B) contributions; (C) loans; (b) as 
to each such person the amount, date, and 
purpose of each payment which formed a 
part of the total of $1,000 or more. 

"I have before me a copy of the subpena. 
Do you have your subpena with you? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I do; right here. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Will you examine the sub

pena to determine whether or not it is an 
exact copy? 

"Mr. RUMELY. This is a photostat of the 
subpena that was issued. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
"Mr. RUMELY. Yes, that is a duplicate. 
"The CHAIRMAN. The copy is the same. 
"Mr. RUMELY. It is a copy of the same sub-

pena. 
"The CHAIRMAN. And you are here in re

sponse to the subpena? 
"lV.11'. RUMELY. I am here in response to the 

subpena. 
"The CHAIRMAN. And you are ready to pro

duce these records before the committee, as 
stated in the subpena? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I am going to produce a part 
of the records and withhold a part. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Of course, this subpena 
was served upon you by Benedict F. Fitz
Gerald, Jr., Committee Counsel, on the 27th 
day of May, which I believe was on a Satur
day; at what hour, do you recall? 

"Mr. RuMELY. 4:45. I agreed to accept it 
at that time. Friday-I think it was Friday. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Friday, at 4:45? . 
"Mr. RUMELY. Yes, sir. 
"The CHAIRMAN. You are now before the 

Select Qommittee on Lobbying Activities at 
the time and place stated in the subpena; is 
that not a fact? · 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Did you bring witli you 

the records of the Committee for Constitu
tional Government? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I brought a portion of the 
records that we will supply the committee. 

There are certain areas that you ask informa
tion on, which I believe are outside of your 
power. I would like to make a statement, 
while I am under oath and subject to cross
examination. 

"'The CHAIRMAN. Just a minute, sir. What 
did you not bring? 

"Mr. RuMELY. The names--
"The CHAIRMAN. As to points (a) and (b)? 
"Mr. RUMELY. I brought all on point (a). 
"The CHAIRMAN. That ls the receipts from 

the sale of books? 
"Mr. RuMELY. No, sir; not receipts from 

the sale of books. If you will allow me to 
malrn the statement--

"The CHAIRMAN. I would like to ask you as 
to what you did bring, first. 

"In other words, you have brought every
thing under section (a) ? 

"Mr. RuMELY. No. One moment. Sec
tion (a)--

"The CHAIRMAN. The names and ad-
dresses? 

"Mr. RuMELY. No; not· receipts from the 
sale of books, or the identity of purchasers 
of books. I don't mind giving the total in
come, but not the identity of the purchasers 
of books and literature. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Do you have the records 
called for by the subpena in your custody 
and/ or in your office? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
"Mr. LANHAM. Do you refuse now to com

ply with the orders of the committee direct
ing you to produce these books and records-
do you have them with you? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I have information on the 
people who contributed--

"Mr. LANHAM. We didn't ask you for in
formation. We asked you for books and 
records. 

"Mr. RuMELY. We have transcripts. 
"Mr. LANHAM. Do you have the books and 

records with you this morning in court
before the committee? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I haven't them here. My 
auditor brought some. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Do you have them here and 
are you ready to produce them for the com
mittee? 

"Mr. RuMELY. No; I do not have the books 
of account. We have the transcripts of 
them. 

"Mr. LANHAM. I asked you whether you 
had the documents called for in the subpena, 
here before the committee this morning? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I have a portion of the doc
uments called for. 

"Mr. LANHAM. You do not have all of the 
documents? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I do not have all of the doc
uments. 

"Mr. BROWN. I would like for him to make 
a statement· as to why he feels the way he 
does. If the committee is in error, we 
should know it. We have a right to have 
his views, what he is going to furnish , and 
what he feels he shouldn't furnish. 

"Mr. RuMELY. May I have the opportunity 
of making a statement, while I am under 
oath, and subject to cross-examination? 

"The CH!.IRMAN. Mr. BROWN asked a ques
tion, as to what you brought with you. 

"Mr. BROWN. And I asked for a statement 
expla:ining what he brought and what he 
didn't bring. 

"Mr. LANHAM. I object to his reading any 
statement until he has produced the records 
that the committee has asked for. He is 
in contempt of the· committee until he does 
produce those records, ·and I object to his 
reading any statement until he has account
ed for the production of those records. 

"Mr. BROWN. I am really amazed and 
ashamed that this committee will not per
mit any citizen to say he is furnishing cer
tain material requested and why he cannot, 
or he feels he should not, furnish other 
material. 

"Mr. LANHAM. I do not object to his stat
ing what he is supplying. I want him to 
state that, but object to his making a long 
statement. 

"Mr. BaowN. I think we should be proud 
of our great democracy, of our great Re
public, and of the way this committee has 
been conducted this morning. 

"Mr. LANHAM. He just wants to use the 
committee as a sounding board. 

"Mr. BROWN. I am afraid the committee 
has been used as a sounding board. 

"The CHAIRMAN. May we have order, 
please. 

"Mr. LANHAM. As long as he is in contempt 
of the committee-

"Mr. BROWN. I don't know that he is in 
contempt. 

"Mr. LANHAM. I object to h is reading any 
statement. 

"Mr. BROWN. I don't know whether he is 
in contempt of the committee. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Mr. BROWN asked you a 
question, Dr. Rumely. I would like to have 
you give an answer to the question. Will 
you state it again? 

"Mr. BROWN. Yes. I would like to know 
what records you are willing to produce, and 
what records you feel you should not pro
duce, an d the reason therefor? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I am willing to produce the 
records of all contributions of $1,000 or more 
within the period designated; I am willing 
to produce the records of all loans within 
the period designated, except a few that re
lated to the promotion of Th e Road Ahead; 
and advertising Fighters for Freedom, which 
has nothing to do with lobbying. I am not 
going to produce the names of people who 
bought books because, under the Bill of 
Rights, that is beyond the power of your 
committee to investigate. 

• • 
"Mr. BROWN. It is your contention that, 

inasmuch as you are in the publishing busi
ness, that, as a publisher-I want you to get 
this question very clear: Is it your conten
tion that as a publisher, operating under a 
constitutional guaranty of the freedom of 
the press, that you are perfectly ready and 
willing to submit to this committee any in7 
formation, any records that you may have, 
which you feel, or which the committee may 
feel, after you have had an opportunity to 
explain, in any way would come under the 
purview of the Lobby Registration Act, or 
under the purview of this committee, but 
that you do not feel you can be compelled ta 
report to anyone as to your activities as a 
publisher, only as it may be in the direction 
of influencing legislation? 

"Mr. RUMELY. That is true. That is an 
exact statement of our position. 

"Mr. BROWN. In other words-and I think 
the press of the country should pay attention 
to this-the Congress has a right to investi
gate and to look into, under this resolution, 
the activities of any publisher when it comes 
to attempting to influence legislation-per
h aps the postal rate bill might be a perfect 
example-but that no one in the Congress 
has the right to inquire into the certain 
field that has been held sacred under the 
constitutional< freedom of the press, that is 
your right to publish books, magazines, news
papers, or whatever it is that you may pub
lish legally, so long as they are · not sub
versive or against the best interests of the 
United States. 

"Mr. RuMELY. That is exactly the position. 

"Mr. LANHAM. I can't agree with the gen
tleman. There is no question of freedom 
of the press, at all, involved here. Here is 
a lobby organization whose primary purpose 
1s that of influencing legislation. Then, in
cidentally, they turn to trying to influence 
legislation indirectly by trying to help form 
public opinion. That, too, is no doubt per
fectly legitimate; but it seems to me that 
if an organization, whose primary puri:iose 
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is stated to be that of lobbying, incidentally 
engages in the publication of books to in
fluence public opinion, especially where the 
record will show, as I believe it will in this 
case, the accepting of payments, of con
tributions, of not more than $490, and any
thing above that being used to purchase 
books, it seems to me that certainly is sub
terfuge in the collection of funds for lobby
ing purposes, and I think that is what the 
record will show. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Could we get back to the 
question at issue? 

"Mr. BROWN. We have been right on it; 
dead center. 

"Mr. LANHAM. You refuse to produce for 
the committee this morning the names of 
persons to whom you have sold these pub
lications? 

"Mr. RuMELY. Yes. 
* • 

"The CHAIRMAN. Of course, you don't want 
to furnish to the committee the names of 
those who purchased these books? 

"Mr. RUMELY. No. We think that is be
yond your power to inquire into. 

* 
"The CHAIRMAN. I would be very pleased if 

you would furnish to the committee those 
records that you have this morning. You 
have refused to give the names of people who 
have purchased books? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I will give you, Mr. 
BUCHANAN--

"The CHAIRMAN. Under the terms of the 
subpena that has been issued to you. 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
"The CHAIRMAN. That is all I wish to com

ment on at this time. 
"Mr. RuMELY. I want to read one sen

tence--
"'r..J.e CHAIRMAN. Will you turn that over 

to the committee-
"Mr. RuMELY. I will turn that over to the 

committee if you will let me make one state
ment, read one sentence. 

"Mr. O'HARA. Why can't he make his state
ment? 

"The CHAIRMAN. I would like to see what 
he has. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, this commit
tee cannot accept anything conditionally. 
If he is ready to produce, all right. 

"Mr. RuMELY. I am depending on your 
good grace. 

"(Some documents were passed to the 
chairman.) 

"The CHAIRMAN. We will let him make a 
statement. 

"Mr. BROWN. Certainly, there is such a 
thing as a constitutional .guaranty. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Not until he produces the 
records--

"The CHAIRMAN. In other words, these two 
sheets here are all that you care to furnish 
at this time in answer to the subpena; is that 
right? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes; that is right. 

• 
"The CHAIRMAN. But you have not fur

nished the committee with the complete list 
of things that you were subpenaed to fur
nish? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I have not furnished the 
committee the list of buyers of our books and 
a few loans we made to publish the books. 

"The CHAIRMAN. And you still refuse to 
furnish us with that information? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I have been · advised by 
counsel not to do that. 

"The CHAIRMAN. You may file your entire 
statement. . . •. 

"Mr. BROWN. • • • The gentleman has 
mentioned a certain cross-examination I 
made of Mr. Goodman, who is secretary, I 
think, of some CIO housing committee, in 
connection with certain housing legislation 

activities. The pamphlets to which he re
ferred were pamphlets in direct support of 
housing legislation and housing proposals 
then before the Congress. They were not 
books or booklets of general information. 
They were used primarily and only for the 
purpose of being distributed among those 
individuals who wished them, and were also 
presented to Members of the Congress ·in 
argument as to why . housing legislation 
should be enacted. Therefore, I think they 
come generally under the lobby law. 

"Mr. Rumely, if you have any booklets sim
ilar to that, in which you have set forth the 
reasons why certain legislative proposals be
fore Congress should be enacted, or certain 
legislative prqposals E:_ould be defeated, and 
you have sent those out over the country 
wholesale, either as gifts or through other 
organizations, then I think this committee 
h as an absolute right to demand information 
on them. 

"Mr. RuMELY. We have issued no such 
books. 

"Mr. BROWN. However, if your publication 
field were--

"Mr. RUMELY. We have issued no such 
books. 

• • 
"The CHAIRMAN. At this point, will you 

permit the Chair to interrogate the witness? 
"You have in your own statement stated 

that you have published the Constitution of 
the United States, by Thomas James Norton, 
and The Road Ahead, by John T. Flynn. Two 
additional books, not mentioned by you, 
were published and distributed: Compulsory 
Medical Care, by Melchior Palyi; and Why the 
Taft-Hartley Law, by Irving B. Mccann. In 
your own statement, you admit publishing 
those and distributing them. 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes, sir; we are distributing 
them. 

"The CHAIRMAN. To whom-? 
"Mr. RuMELY. The Mccann book isn't yet 

printed, but we will be distributing it in 4 
or 5 weeks. 

"The CHAIRMAN. To whom? 
"Mr. RuMELY. We have about 10,000 orders 

on hand. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Now, that is the purpose 

of the subpena--
"Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Rumely, you say you al

ready furnished to the committee everything 
except the names of the purchasers of your 
books and those who have made loans for 
the purpose of publishing books? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes, sir. Just for the ex
press purpose of publishing the book or 
printing ads on Fighters for Freedom, It has 
no relation to lobbying. 

"Mr. ALBERT. Has the committee got all of 
your other records except those; does the 
committee have in its possession all other 
records except those? 

."Mr. RUMELY. Your committee has; yes. 
All that you asked for, except you will find 
in my statement what was excepted, and 
what I have told you is a fact, that we have 
declined to give the names of the quantity 
purchasers of the books; 90 percent, 95 per
cent, are bought in quantities of 1 to 10; but, 
for example, a doctor in the West with a 
big clinic, he bought a few thousand copies of 
John Flynn's book, and wrote to all his pa
tients of 10 years, "If you will write me a 
postcard, I will send you a copy." If I drag 
his name in-he isn't lobbying. The FBI 
bought a big bunch of the Constitution 
book. How would they feel? They wanted 
their agents to know what was legal, How 
would they feel if we reported they were 
engaged in lobbying? 

"Mr. ALBERT. It is not a question of how 
they feel. It is a question of fact. We are 
trying to find out what y9u have done and 
what you intend to do. 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
''The CHAIRMAN. That is all. 
"Mr. RUMELY. They got 350 copies. 

"Mr. LANHAM. If the doctors bought this 
book that you say you were publishing, 
against socialized medicine, they would be 
lobbying. 

"Mr. RUMELY. No. May I tell you what the 
book is? The book is a result of a 6-month 
study in Europe by one of the greater Euro
pean economists, to see what happens under 
compulsory medical care in every country. 
There isn't one word about socialized medi
cine in this country. It is a study of what 
happened in Europe. · 

"Mr. LANHAM. You distributed because you 
want to discourage that sort of legislation, 
and a doctor, if he were to distribute it, 
would be getting it from you for that pur
pose, would he not? 

"Mr. RUMELY. We distribute it because we 
want to preserve private industry. I do it 
with enthusiasin, because I worked as a med
ical intern under the Bismarck system, and 
I know how disruptive that kind of medicine 
can be. 
· "Mr. LANHAM. I agree with you on so
cialized medicine. I am not in favor of it. 
But the point is, if you distribute this book, 
and if the doctors buy it and distribute it, 
they are engaged in lobbying, in an attempt 
to influence legislation. 

"Mr. RuMEL Y. Th ey are certainly not. If 
building informed public opinion is lobbying, 
then our · whole conception of freedom is . 
wrong. There is a copy of that book here. 
Look at it. 

"Mr. LANHAM. I don't want to see it now. 
I am dealing with principles. You are at
tempting to influence, indirectly, legislation 
that is now pending before Congress. 

"Mr. RUMELY. You have no right to go 
against-go into the field in which public 
opinion is made; you are out of bounds." 

Thereafter, Edward A. Rumely appeared 
further before the Select Committee on Lob
bying Activities voluntarily in response to 
a request for such appearance by the chair
man on Tuesday, June 27, Wednesday, June 
28, and Thursday, June 29, 1950. Through
out the proce·edings on said dates a quorum 
of the committee was present. . 

At the June 27 hearing Edward A. Rumely 
described the lobbying activities of the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government, Inc., 
in part as follows: 

"Mr. RuMELY. Our lobbying consists of go
ing out with a viewpoint to the country and 
informing people and letting the people talk 
to their Members of the Congress. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The grass-roots approach? 
"Mr. RuMELY. It is helping people get the 

facts on which to do their thinking. 

• 
"Mr. LANHAM. That seems to indicate 

pretty well that they are engaged in lobbying 
[indicating letter]. 

"Mr. RUMELY. We don't deny that. 
"Mr. LANHAM. I think you said you regis"'. 

tered under protest. 
"Mr. RuMELY. We don't come down to Con

gress, We went back to .the people and told 
them what would happen if we got a con
tingent . of our population housed by the 
party in power. Ninety-five percent would 
vote to keep the 'ins' in; the housing would 

· be expensive; it would disrupt our free
enterprise system. What we put out was 
sound information. 

"Mr. ALBERT. May I ask a question here, 
Mr. Chairman? 

"The CHAIRMAN. Mr. ALBERT. 
"Mr. ALBERT. Does your organization take 

a positive stand on definite legislative pro
posals, such as rent control, the Taft-Hartley 
law, compulsory health, for instance? 

"Mr. RuMELY. When the Taft-Hartley law 
was under discussion we published Labor 
Monopolies or Freedom, which we distrib
uted; we distributed 250,000 copies. All 
Members of Congress got a copy. It went 
to publishers. People who could take opin-
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ion that way, and mint it into small coin 
to distribute to others. 

-... • • 
"Mr. RuMELY. We try to supply the public 

such sound information that they will come 
to the right conclusions and uphold the right 
things. 

"Mr. ALBERT. Didn't you tell me a minute 
ago that the book that you ·wrote, Labor 
Monopolies or Freedom, was placed on the 
desks of every Member of Congress? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I think Mr. Frank Gannett 
paid for that distribution. Frank Gannett 
sent a copy to every newspaperman in the 
United States because he was impressed with 
the contents of the book. If I recall right, he 
included the Congressmen in his personal 
distribution. 

* • • • • 
"Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Rumely, I have here a let

ter dated April 1950, on the stationery of the 
Committee for Constitutional Government, 
addressed to 'All Members of Congress, on the 
Taft-Hartley law.' 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
"Mr. DoYLE. I will ask you to look at that 

and identify it, and then state if that isn't 
one of the techniques you used to influence 
Members of Congress? It is over your own 
signature. I received it through the mail, 
the United States mail, from your office. 

"You identify it, don't you? 
"Mr. RUMELY. That, certainly, i. a letter 

that we put out." 
• • • • 

In the course of his testimony on June 28, 
1950, Edward A. Rumely refused on several· 
occasions to furnish information in response 
to questions addressed to him. The record 
of the proceedings on June 28, 1950, during 
which such refusals occurred is set forth in 
part as follows: 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, passing on, I want 
to show you a carbon copy of a letter under 
date of June 16, 1949, to the Honorable RALPH 
W. GWINN, Congressman from New York. 
This letter purports to have been drawn by 
Willford I. King, chairman of your organiza
tion. 

"Is that not his letter? 
"Mr. RUMELY. That is his letter. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. And I direct your att:en

tion to paragraph 2 thereof. It says: 
"'It was fine of you to go along with us to 

see J. Howard Pew. He is certainly a very 
able and public-spirited gentleman. I be
lieve your presence was extremely beneficial.• 

"Is that Mr. J. Howard Pew, from Pennsyl
vania? 

"Mr. RUMELY. It is. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. And he is one of your 

contributors, Mr. Rumely? 
"Mr. RUMELY. He has bought books; and I 

am not going to give you information on 
that; 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. You refuse to answer 
that question? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I refuse to answer that ques
tion. 

• • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to conclude with 

the letter from Mr. Rumely to Mr. Fletcher, 
of February 9, 1950, in which he discusses 
The Road Ahead, and he says that the indus
try of America has bought books, such as The 
Road Ahead to saturate the community and 
make a long-time imprint on its thinking. 

"Mr. RUJ.\lELY. That is right. We are going 
to do that in Cleveland, Toledo, in Buffalo, 
in Rochester, in Niagara Falls, in Dallas, and 
we are going to do it in just as many cities 
as we can put a full-page ad into the paper
you must help stop socialism in America
and we will send it, if we can get the money 
to do it, a book into every. fifth home, a copy 
of The Road Ahead, into every :(lfth home. 

"I dined, the night before I came here, 
with a good woman from Toledo; she gave 
$2,000---

• 

"Mr. FrrzGERALD. What is her name, Dr. 
Rumely? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I am not going to give you 
her name. 

• • • • 
"Mr. RUMELY. We print books. Book pub

lishing is as much under the protection of 
the first amendment as the printing of 
newspapers. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. If the committee would 
like to have it, I have a long brief on that 
subject, on the first amendment, showing 
that the freedoms guaranteed by the first 
amendment are not absolute; they may be 
the subject of governmental inquiry or con
trol in the interest of restraining abuses 
within the constitutional ambit of govern
mental activity. 

"What we have proposed to do is not to 
stop Dr. Rumely from producing any of his 
propaganda. It is merely to make inquiry 
into it and see what he is doing, so that his 
activities will be placed in the 'goldfish 
bowl.' There is no restraint whatsoever. 

"Mr. DoYLE. May I ask this, please: Those 
exhibits that I referred to, those were also 
mailed to Members of the Congress? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Certainly. I mailed them to 
all Members of the Congress, to all Washing
ton correspondents, to all editors of daily 
newspapers, to all periodical publications, 
and to a few other smaller groups. 

"Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chairman, I have two 
other questions along that line: . 

"When these books are purchased, under 
your theory, the purchasers do not know 
in advance to whom those books may be 
mailed by you? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Most of the purchasers buy 
them, 90 percent, to be shipped to them
selves; they know darn well whom they are 
going to give them to. 

"Mr. DOYLE. Then you send them to the 
purchaser? 

"Mr. RuMELY. Or the purchaser may say, "I 
want this group sent to farm leaders," and if 
he designates it, as his choice, we will make 
the mailing. 

"Mr. DoYLE. You use the list in your office? 
If he says "farm leaders," then you use the 
list in your office? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. So they don't get 
duplicates. 

"Mr. DoYLE. But he doesn't have the list? 
"Mr. RUMELY. He can have it, if he wants 

it. He designates it. 
"Mr. DoYLE. But he doesn't name the par

ticular persons to whom you mail those 
books? 

"Mr. RuMELY. He mentions a particular 
group of persons. For example, this book, 
Compulsory Medical Care, we have one donor 
who has paid to send 15,550 libraries a copy 
of that book. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. What was that? 
"Mr. RUMELY. I won't tell you. 
"Mr. ·FITZGERALD. You refuse? 
"Mr. RtrMELY. Certainly, I refuse to tell 

you. 
"Let me finish. 
"I am looking around now for another do

nor to send a copy to 15,000 editors, because 
we wish that book to hit the editors on the 
same day that the library gets it, because the 
editor may be moved to say something about 
it, and build up interest in it. 

"Therefore, I am holding back the distribu
tion of 15,500 to the libraries, until I can find 
some generous, public-spirited organization 
or person to pay for the distribution to the 
newspapers. 

"The CHAmMAN. Do you actually publish 
this book? 

"Mr. RUMELY. We publish it. 
"The CHAIRMAN. In your headquarters-do 

you have a printing press? 
"Mr. RUMELY. No; we hire the printing 

done outside. 

"The CHAIRMAN. In other words, you are 
just the distributor of the material? 

"Mr. RUMELY. All publishers--0nly a few 
have printing presses-generally, t hey can 
buy it much more cheaply than they can 
print it. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. In regard to the attack 
upon the committee, on the ground that they 
do not have any authority, I want at this time 
to offer for the record, borne out by evidence, 
that the committee is fully within its rights. 

"In the recent case of Oklahoma Press Pub
lishing Co. v. Walling, supra, the validity-

"The CHAIRMAN, Is this a Supreme Court 
decision? 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; 327 u. s. 186. A sub
pena requiring a publisher to di~close the 
source and receipt of advertisements was up
held against the same constitutional objec
tions asserted here. 

"The breadth of Congress' right of inquiry, 
and specifically its right to find out the 
source of an individual's or corporation's re
ceipt of funds as against the same constitu
tional objections raised here, is also demon
strated by the recent cases against the Holly
wood writers, Lawson and Trumbo, certiorari 
denied April 10, 1950. These cases established 
that a congressional committee may compel 
disclosure of one's political beliefs and as
sociations. Surely, Edward A. Rumely is 
not entitled to a greater immunity from dis
closure of the names of the purchasers of the 
literature of the Committee for Constitu
tional Government, Inc. 

"Mr. HALLECK. Counsel may be right about 
his legal conclusions, but, after all, there is 
an issue drawn that cannot be settled here. 

"Mr. RUMELY. You cite me for contempt 
and bring me to trial, and you will get an 
education on the Bill of Rights. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Rumely, will you per
mit Mr. HALLECK to continue. · 

"Mr . . HALLECK. All I wanted to say, Mr. 
Chairman, was that I have no objection to 
counsel putting that in the record, but what
ever legal issue may be raised by the refusal 
of Dr. Rumely to give to the committee the 
name of persons who bought books, it is a 
matter that will have to be settled in the 
courts; obviously, it can't be settled here. 

"Mr. DOYLE. That is one of the purposes o! 
the committee, Dr. Rumely, to get the honest 
facts, whatever they are. 

"Mr. RuMELY. I am perfectly willing to give 
everything except one thing. I haven't with
held anything, except the names of the 
buyers of our books. Those, you can't have." 

On June 29, 1950, Edward A. Rumely fur
ther refused to answer a number of ques
tions addressed to him .in the proceedings 
before the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities. The record of these proceedings 
during which such refusals occurred are set 
forth in part as follows: 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. As a matter of fact, Mr. 
Rumely, your organization did subsequently 
handle the program for a constitutional 
limitation on individual income fax, did 
it not? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. We did that, all along; 
we have led on that, for the whole country, 
for a long period of time. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. You have been the one 
that has been out in front on that one? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I won't say we have been 
out in front, but we have put out much 
printed matter. One year we reached 650,-
000 people. 

"Mr. FrrzGERALD. How long have you had 
that program? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Since 1942, I think. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. To get into another sub

ject, Mr. Rumely, I notice that the book, 
Labor Monopolies and Freedom-you publish 
that? 

"Mr. RUMELY. We did. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. And distribute it? 
"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
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"Mr. FITZGERALD. It deals specifically with 
several lrgislative proposals. The general 
thesis of that book is shown in the following 
quotation on page 152: 

"'What we should do is to repeal all Fed
eral labor laws on wages, hours of labor, col
lective bargaining, minimum wages, etc., and 
abolish all boards, bureaus, and commissions 
that result from these laws.' 

"Then with regard to collective bargaining 
it states: 

"' • • • the abuse to be eliminated is 
collective bargaining itself • .' 

"Mr. RUMELY. That is right. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Is that the platform of 

the Fighters for Freedom? 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. No; those are excerpts 

from the Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment publication, Labor Monopolies and 
Freedom. 

"Mr. RuMELY. John W. Scoville wrote the 
book. That is his opinion. We don't censor 
every line in a book we publish. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. In your appearance be
fore this committee on June 6, 1950, one of 
the members of this committee stated: 

"'If you have any booklets similar to that, 
in which you have set forth the reasons why 
certain legislative proposals before Congress 
should be enacted, or certain legislative pro
posals should be defeated, and you have sent 
those out over the country wholesale, either 
as gifts or through organizations, then I 
think this committee has an absolute right to 
demand information on them.' 

"You replied: 'We have issued no such 
books.' 

"Mr. RUMELY. That ls right. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask you--
"The CHAIRMAN. What member of the com

mittee made the interrogation? 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. That was transcript of 

bearing, June 6, page 62, I think Mr. Brown 
made that remark. 

"You replied: 'We have issued no such 
books.' 

"Mr. RUMELY. That is right. 
"Mr. FITzGERALD. Now, I ask you, Mr. 

Rumely, has the Committee for Constitu
tional Government received more than $500 
in any one calendar quarter for the purpose 
of distributing copies of that book? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I can't tell you now; but 
that book does not come in the classifica
tion that you are trying to place it in. The 
passage is simply a passage relating to this 
man's opinion that labor monopoly ls just 
as bad as business monopoly; and when the 
Government encourages labor monopoly, it 
is engaging in a wrong economic policy. 
That isn't legislation; that is a general eco
nomic principle. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Will you produce the rec
ords set forth in the subpena of June 6, 1950, 
so that this committee may make its own 
independent determination on that sub
ject? 

"Mr. RuMELY. Give me the passage that 
you refer to. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. The question was, Has 
the Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment received more than $500 in any one 
calendar quarter for the purpose of distrib
uting copies of that book Labor Monopolies 
or Freedom? 

"Mr. RuMEL Y. I would like to see the pas-
sage. · 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. That isn't the question. 
"Mr. RUMELY. Before I answer the ques

tion, I would like to see the copy; where is 
the reference? 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Page 152. 
"The CHAIRMAN. That has no reference to 

the question. 
"Mr. DoYLE. I would say this: that the 

text of the book speaks for itself. I don't 
thing it is subject to any interpretation by 
the witness. 

"Mr. O'HARA. He has a right to look at i-t. 

"Mr. DOYLE. Sure he has. The book speaks 
for itself. 
· "Mr. FITZGERALD. The question is, Has the 
Committee for Constitutional Government 
received more than $500 in any one calendar 
quarter for the purpose of distributing 
copies of this book? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Probably. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. What is that? 
"Mr. RUMELY. Probably; yes. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. State the names, dates, 

and amount as best you remember them. 
"Mr. RUMELY. I can't. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Why can't you? 
"Mr. RuMELY. I don't carry in my mind 

the purchasers. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Will you get the names 

for us? 
"Mr. RUMELY. I am maintaining that that 

book is not a direct influence on legislation, 
and, therefore, is privileged as other books 
that we publish. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. You refuse to give access 
to any records pertaining to the distribu
tion of this book? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I do. 
"Mr. LANHAM. What is that book? 
"The CHAIRMAN. You have engaged in mass 

distribution, through the Committee for 
Constitutional Govern~ent, have you not? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I put out 250,000 copies of 
that. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. What ls the date of pub
lishing of this book, Labor Monopolies or 
Freedom-1946, ls it not, Doctor? 

"Mr. RUMELY. 1946. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. I am attempting to 

establish the position of the witness very 
clearly, with reference ·to specific persons an·d 
specific books as well as generally. · 

"The CHAIRMAN. t ... s to mass distribution? 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. The i:iuestion of 

whether the witness should be cited fot con-
tempt for refusal to produce documents a.nd 
answer questions should, ln my opinion, be 
based on a very clear, complete record. 

"What about the book, Why the Taft-Hart-
ley Law, by Mccann? 

"Mr. RUMELY. That isn't published yet. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. The Road Ahead? 
"Mr. RuMELY. The Road Ahead, I have told 

you all along, we put out 600,000. I am 
not going to give you the names of the peo
ple who bought it. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Don't you feel The Road 
Ahead deals with specific legislation? 

"Mr. RUMELY. The Road Ahead deals with 
stopping the march into socialism and the 
destruction of our form of Government. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that the true sig
nificance of The Road Ahead can be obtained 
only by reading it in its entirety, and I re
spectfully suggest that the committee read 
it. It condemns practically all of the social 
legislation which has been passed by the 
Roosevelt and Truman administrations, and 
opposes practically all of the present legis
lative program of President Truman. · How
ever, it does deal with specific legislation 
from time to time. 

"For example, it deals with the war pow
ers. On page 158 it states: 'We must curb 
the grasping hand of the Federal Govern
ment. We must restrain the grasping hand 
of th3 Executive. And our very first step 
must be to make a list of the emergency 
powers granted to the Executive for war 
purposes and then repeal every one of them.' 

"It opposes compulsory national health 
insurance, the Brannan plan, Government 
credit regulation and direct Government 
lending, as exemplified by the Farm Credit 
Administration, Housing and Home Finance 
Agencies, home-loan banks, Federal savings 
and loan institutions, FHA, Public Housing 
Administration, and Federal Deposit Insur
ance Corporation. The members of the com
mittee were furnished with a memo on that 
book, and several others, when Mr. Rumely 
appeared. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Is this your opinion, Mr. 
Counsel? 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Precisely. 
"The CHAIRMAN. The committee--
"Mr. O'HARA. I don't think we are bound 

by that. 
"The CHAIRMAN. The committee has been 

furnished wit h the notation. 
"Mr. DOYLE. Counsel, will you fix the date 

of publication of The Road Ahead-what was 
the first date of publication? 

"Mr. RuMELY. The Road Ahead was pub
lished in the spring of 194:9 by Devin-Adair 
& Co., for the book trade. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. The date of publication? 
"Mr. RuMELY. The date of publication was 

about June, as I recall. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. The C:.ate of distribution? 
"Mr. RUMELY. We began to distribute in 

December 1949. Our first printing was 150,-
000 copies; our second printing, in Decem
ber 1949, was 250,000 copies; our third print
ing, in February, 150,000; our fourth print
ing, in April 1950, was 200,000 copies; making 
a total of 750,000 copies. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. How many copies of La
bor Monopolizes Freedom have you dis
tributed? 

"Mr. RUMELY. About 250,000. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. How many copies of 

Cdmpulsory Medical Care? 
"Mr. RuMELY. We have distributed about 

130,000. , 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. When did you distribute 

them? 
"Mr. RuMELY. In the last 4 or 5. months. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. After the Lobbying Act 

went ' into effect? 
"Mr. RuMELY.- Yes; ·after the Lobby Act 

went into effect. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. That is so with Labor 

Monopolies or Fr~edom? 
"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. How many copies do you 

plan to distribute? 
"Mr. RuMEL Y. As many as we possibly can. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. How about the book, 

Why the Taft-Hartley Law? 
"Mr. RUMELY. As soon as that is ready, 

we will print one hundred to one hundred 
and fifty thousand copies, and I will see what 
I can do to push it to large distribution. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. You refuse to give us any 
information on those books? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I refuse to give the names 
of "the purchasers of quantities of that book, 
on the ground that you are invading the 
first article of the Constitution. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Even though you might 
be subject to citation for contempt on this 
particular point? 

"Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chairman, may the record 
show that there is a quorum of the commit
tee present at this time, and has been for 
the last hour? 

"The CHAIRMAN. That has been estab. 
lished. 

• • • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the . Committee for 

Constitutional Government received any 
loans of over $500 in any one calendar quar
ter from any person since 1946? 

"Mt. RuMELY. We reported the loans that 
we have received except-give me my state
ment of June 6. I made an exact statement 
of what we were doing. I said: 'I am going 
to produce the records on all contributions 
of $1,000 or more within the period desig
nated. I am willing to produce the record 
of all loans within the period designated, 
except a few that related to the promotion of 
The Road Ahead and advertising Fighters 
for Freedom, which has nothing to do with 
lobbying. I am not going to produce the 
names of people who bought books, because, 
under the Bill of Rights, that is beyond the 
power of your committee to investigate.' 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. And you take that posi
tion today? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes, sir. 
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"The CHAIRMAN. I might say that the total 

amount of loans and contributions that you 
did furnish to the committee aggregate a 
very small amount; in fact, I think it is about 
$25,000, in contrast to the very wide rami
fications of conduct of your Committee for 
Constitutional' Government, which, running 
as of the current quarter, will exceed $1,100,-
000 this year. I think that we have a right 
to know and have a right to seek that 
information. 

• • • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. You do distribute books 

to the school department in New York, to 
each teacher in New York City--copies of 
The Road Ahead? 

"Mr. RuMELY. Not in New York City. We 
have, in some cities. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. What cities? 
"Mr. RUMELY. In Houston. An attorney 

wrote in that he would get a few people to 
contribute money, enough to send The Road 
Ahead to every teacher in the town. We got 
an order for 3,000 copies. What we did was 
to send the Bill of Rights to about 200,000 
schoolrooms, so that they could hang it up 
and have a ceremony, reading the Bill of 
Rights. . 

"Mr. FITZGERALn. Had the American Medi
cal Association ever sent the Committee for 
Constitutional Government more than $500, 
for books or other purposes? 

"Mr. RuMELY. The American Medical As
sociation never sent the Committee a penny. 
They want to spend their own money. Some 
State organizations have bought books. 

"The CHAmMAN. State medical societies or 
State medical groups? 

"Mr. RuMELY. Some State organizations 
have bought books. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Where have they been 
located? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I won't tell you. I am not 
giving the names of the people who bought 
books. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. That is one of the things 
you refuse to do? · 

"Mr. RuMELY. That ls one of the things I 
refuse to do. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Are there more than 20 
State 'medical associations that have sent 
the committee more than $500? 

"Mr. RUMELY. No, no. There happen to 
be a few that have taken active leadership, 
and they bought, maybe, five or six. . 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the Physicians' Com
mittee for the Extension of Medical Care 
ever sent you more than $500? 

"Mr. RuMELY. Not a penny for The Road 
Ahead. We made a deal to · acquire Com
pulsory Medical Care, which had been 
worked up before they disbanded. One of 
the great European economists was sent 
from country to country to study the effects 
of socialized medicine. He put it into man
uscript form. 

"The CHAIRMAN. How about the National 
Institute of Professional Service? 

"Mr. RuMELY. That was organized by-
"The CHAIRMAN. They sent you a contribu

tion of $20,000; is that right? 
"Mr. RUMELY. We turned around and 

bought, for $18,000 of tllat, an edition of 
the book they had on hand, and spent $2,000 
in sending those books out; so that it 
washed out, but left us with--

"The CHAIRMAN. The cost of distribution? 
"Mr. RuMELY. Copyright use to publish the 

· book further. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Has any person or group 

ever sent in more $500 at any one calendar 
quarter since January 1, 1947, for books, 
pamphlets, or for other purposes, other than 
the 10ans we have spoken of? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Loans and contribu
tions-

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Has any person-
"Mr. RuMELY. If you let me, I will give you 

an answer to that. Probably 15 percent of 
the total number of books that we have 
put out have been bought in quantities of 

100 or more; 85 percent have been bought 
in quantities of from 1, 2, 5, 10, or 20. We 
desire the small purchasers, because it gives 
us a lot of enthusiastic workers who may 
buy more. Fifteen percent of the total vol
ume has been purchased in larger quan
tit ies. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Those are the names that 
you do not wish to divulge? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Those are the names that I 
decline to give you; I decline to give you any 
names of people who bought our books . 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. I see. 
"This is all at this time, Mr. Chairman. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doyle. 
"Mr. DOYLE. I think, Mr. Chairman, as a 

member of this committee, that the mate
r ial which our counsel has asked in the last 
few questions and which he asked for yes
terday, and which information this witness 
has refused to give, repeatedly, ls mate
rial which is pertinent, and, · in accordance 

. With the legal rights and responsibilities of 
this committee, and I believe that it is 
necessary to the proper function of this 
congressional committee, that this witness 
be required to answer these questions. I 
believe it ls within the jurisdiction of Con
gress which assigned this responsibility to 
us, under House Resolution 298. 

"I make this statement because I want 
the record to show that I believe this witness 
has refused contemptuously to answer ques
tions that are pertinent and perfectly proper, 
perfectly legal, and which are material and 
which are in the best interests of the people 
of this country. I want the record to show 
that is my belief and my position. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The witness refuses, of 
course. 

"Mr. RuMELY. I certainly refuse to disclose 
those names-not contemptuously, but re
spectfully, because I feel it is my duty to 
uphold the fundamental principles of the 
Bill of Rights. I think that there is no 
power to require of a publisher the names of 
the people who buy his products, and that 
you are exceeding your right. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Because of the witness' 
refusal, I have no further material to offer 
at this time . . 

• • • • • 
"Mr. DOYLE. I have been think1ng about a 

matter that was ralsed-
"It is the contention of Mr. Rumely that 

he is in the publishing business rather than 
in lobbying business. 

"The Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment ls one of the heaviest spending 
lobbying groups on record. It has reported 
spending over $2,000,000 since the Lobbying 
Act went into effect, and yet has never re
vealed the identity of its big financial 
supporters. 

"From time to time this organlza tlon has 
described itself as an ordinary commercial 
publisher. This lobbying organization dif
fers from commercial publishers in many 
respects, some of which are: 

"(1) A commercial publisher takes the 
normal risks of operating a private busi
ness-he does not beg the public for money 
to help him carry on. 

"(2) A commercial publisher expects to 
pay income tax on his receipts-he does not 
seek tax exemption. 

"(3) A commercial publisher is in busi
ness for profit; he ls not primarily an ad
vocate. He does not constantly grind out 
pamphlets, leaflets, books, etc., which pre
sent only one side of the subject. 

"(4) A commercial publisher . does not 
couple his publishing activities with inces
sant appeals to the citizenry to bring pres
sure to bear on Members of Congress in order 
to influence legislation. 

"The commercial publishers of the United 
States are not governed by the Federal 
Lobbying Act in any way, and need not file 
reports under it. They are not attempting 

to influence legislation; they are attempting 
to make money. They should not be con
fused by attempts of out and out lobbying 
organizations to conceal their activities from 
Congress and the public. 

"The Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment has also attempted to liken itself 
to educational institutions; but it ignores 
the followin g facts: 

"1. An educational institution does not 
spend millions of dollars in pamphleteering 
campaigns designed to influence congres
sional action on legislation. 

"2. An educational institution does not 
engage in a constant campaign for funds to 
carry on lobbying activities. 

"3. An educational institution does not 
couple its activities with in cessant appeals 
to the citizenry to bring pressu re to bear on 
Members of Congress in order to influence 
legislation. 

. "4. An educational institution presents 
..ltoth sides of the question in an object ive 
fash ion for appraisal. It does not con
tinually present only one viewpoint on each 
issue it considers. 

"Considering all the aforementioned we 
can reach but one conclusion; Edward A. 
Rumely is not an educator. He is not a 
publisher. He is an ordinary, everyday 
run-of-the-mine lobbyist." 

Thereafter on August 21, 1950, the chair
man of the House Select Committee on Lob
bying Activities issued and caused to be 
served a subpena duces tecum on said Ed
ward A. Rumely, directing him to be and 
appear before the said House Select Com
mit tee on Lobbying Activities on August 25, 
1950, at 10 a. m., and to bring with him 
such records of the Committee for Consti
tutional Government, Inc., as would disclose 
the identity of all persons from whom $500 
or more had been received in a given period, 
whether under the name of "contributions" 
or "purchases" of books and pamphlets be
tween the period from January 1, 1947, and 
Augu~t 1, 1950, and then and there to testify 
touchmg matters of inquiry committed ·to 
said House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities. The subpena duces tecum served 
upon the said Edward A. Rumely is set forth 
in words and figures as follows: 
"BY AUTHORITY OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA
T~S OF THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA 

"To Wm. Earl Griffin: 
"You are hereby commanded to summon 

E~ward A. Rumely, executive secretary, Com
mittee for Constitutional Government, Inc., 
205 East Forty-second Street, New York City, 
N. Y., to be and appear before the Select 
Committee on Lobbying Activities of the 
House of Representatives of the United States 
of which the Honorable FRANK BUCHANAN i~ 
chairman, and to bring with him the follow
ing documents in his custody (see Annex) 
relating to-

" (a) The organization and finances of the 
Committee for Constitutional Government, 
Inc., and . 

"(b) The activities of the Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc., its mem
bers, officers, directors, representatives, 
agents, and employees pertaining to legis
lation, in their chamber room 362, Old House 
Office _Building, in the city of Washington, 
on Friday, August 25, 1950, at the hour of 
10, then and there to testify touching mat
ters of inquiry committed to said commit
tee; and he is not to depart without leave 
of said committee. 

"Herein fail not, and make return of this 
summons. 

"Witness my hand and the seal of the 
House of Representatives of the United 
States, at the city of Washington, this 21st 
day of August 1950. 

"[SEAL] FRANK BUCHANAN, Chairman. 
"Attest:. 

"RALPH R. ROBERTS, Clerk. 
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"SUBPENA ANNEX--COMMITTEE FOR CONSTITU• 

TION AL GOVERNMENT 
"1. Such of the records of the committee 

as indicate: 
" (a) The name and address of each per

son 2 from whom a total of $500 or more has 
been received by the committee during the 
period from January 1, 1947, to August 1, 
1950, for any purpose . . 

"(b) as to each such person,2 the amount, 
date and purpose of each payment which 
formed a part of the total of $500 or more, 
and all correspondence 3 relating to each such 
payment. 

"2. Each monthly statement for each bank 
account maintained by the Committee at 
any time between January l , 1947, and Au
gust 1, 1950, including but not limited to the 
following: 

"a. at the National City Bank, East Mid
town branch, accounts denominated Deposit 
Account "C"; Disbursing Accou'nt "C"; De
posit Account "I"; Disbursing Account ·~·; 
General Fund Account "A." 

"b. Accounts 'in Knoxville, Tenn. 
"c. Accounts in Nashville, Tenn. 
"d. Accounts in Memphis, Tenn. 
"e. Accounts in Chattanooga, Tenn. 
"3. Each check drawn on each such ac

count referred to in paragraph 2 which has 
returned to the possession of the Committee. 

"As to all documents called for in this sub
pena, carbon, photostat, or recordak copies 
should be produced in the event that original 
documents are not in the possession of the 
Committee." 

The said subpena duces tecum was served 
on Edward A. Rumely _by Earl Griffin, clerk 
for the House Select Committee on Lobby
ing Activities. The return of the service of 
the subpena endorsed thereon is set forth in 
words and figures as follows: 
"Subpena for ____________ ------------------
"before the Committee on the ____________ _ 

"Served: This subpena, together w1th the 
annex affixed hereto, was served in hand by 
me on Edward A. Rumely; at the offices of the 
Committee for Constitutional Government, 
suite 300, 205 East Forty-second Street, New 
York City, N. Y., Tuesday, August 22, 1950, 
at 2:15 p. m. 

"WM. EARL GRIFFIN, 
"Clerk, House of Representatives." 

Pursuant to the said subpena, Edward A. 
Rumely appeared before the House Select 
Committee on Lobbying Activities on August 
25, 1950, but failed and refused to produce 
certain records called for in the subpena 
duces tecum, and as a result of such refusal 
the House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities was again deprived from receiving 
information concerning a matter committed 
to said committee. The record of the pro
ceedings before the House Seleot Committee 
on Lobbying Activities held on Friday, Au
gust 25, 1950, during which the said Edward 
A. Rumely refused to furnish certain ·mate
rial pertinent to the subject under inquiry, 
is set forth in part as follows: 

"HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
"SELECT COMMITTEE INVESTIGATING 

LOBBYING ACTIVITIES, 
"Washington, D . C., Friday, August 25, 1950. 

"The committee met pursuant to adjourn
ment, at 10:05 a. m., in the caucus room, Old 
House Office Building, Hon. FRANK BucHANAN 
(chairman) , presiding. 

"Present: Representatives BUCHANAN, LAN• 
HAM, ALBERT, DOYLE, BROWN, and O'HARA. 

"Also present: Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., 
counsel to the committe. 

2 The term "person" as here and hereinafter 
used throughout this subpena includes an 
individual, partnership, corporation, associa
tion, committee, and any other organization 
or group of persons. 
. 8 The term "correspondenc_e" means letters, 
telegrams, memoranda, and tqmscrip1!s or 
memoranda of telephone conversations. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Will you take your seat, 
Mr. Rumely? 

"The meeting will come to order, please. 
The House is scheduled to meet this morning 

·at 11 a. m. , and we would like to finish in 
time to attend the session. 

* * • • • 
"Now, the hearing was called for a specific 

purpose. This is not a hearing inquiring 
into lobbying techniques and methods such 
as we went into with the Committee for Con
stitutional Government before, or at their 
scheduled hearings back in June. It is a 
specific request for information from the 
witness. 

"As we all know, Mr. Rumely refused on 
June 6, in answer to a subpena, to produce 
certain records of his organization dealing 
with receipts and contributions. 

"When he was called later on June 27, 28, 
and 29, 1950, for the series of hearings into 
the Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment's lcbbying activities and methods and 
operations, he again refused to provide in
formation on the names of contributors and 
the amounts of their payments. Since then 
we have obtained from numerous sources in
formation dealing with the payment of spe
cific sums of money to the Committee for 
Constitutional Government, and I have given 
to Mr. Rumely the citations of some of these 
specific payments, so that he knows exactly 
the ones that we are most interested in 
today. 

"We have asked him to bring in the infor
mation on these ·particular instances. It is 
regrettable to me that we have had to go to 
the lengths that were necessary in order to 
dig out essential facts about this lobbying 
organization. 

"This investigation is not and never has 
been a snooping expedition, and it is regret
table to me when a committee of Congress 
is set aside in such manner that requests 
for information that it requires' in order to 
m ake a comprehensive, intelligent, and ob
jective investigation are refused so that we 
have had to resort in invoking our powers of 
subpena and getting tbe information where 
it could be found. 

"I would like to have recorded here the 
fact that there is a quorum present consist
ing Of myself, Mr. LANHAM, Mr. ALBERT, and 
Mr. DOYLE; Mr. BROWN and Mr. O'HARA are 
on their way over, and you will note as they 
enter the room, Mr. Stenographer, that a 
quorum is present at this time. 

"Will you be sworn, Mr. Rumely? 
"Will you solemnly swear by Almighty God 

that the statements you make before this 
committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? . 

"Mr. RUMELY. I do. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Counsel will proceed. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. You appear this morning 

in response to a subpena served on you call
ing for your appearance here, is that not so? 

"TESTIMONY OF EDWARD A. RUMELY (ACCOM• 
PANIED BY NEIL BURKINSHAW, COUNSEL)
RESUMED 
"Mr. RUMELY. I do. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to direct your 

attention to this exhibit that I hold in my 
hand which purports to be a carbon copy of 
a subpena issued by the chairman, F'RANK 
BUCHANAN, on the 21st day Of August 1950. 
Is that an accurate copy? 

"Mr. RUMELY. That is the one that was 
served on me. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. And that requires your 
appearance here on Friday, August 25, 1950, 
at 10 o'clock. You are now before the com
mittee mentioned in the subpena? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I am. 
"J.14r. FITZGERALD. Have you ~nought with 

you the documents that have been described 
in this subpena and annex affixed thereto? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I have brought along infor· 
mation on all the 25 points about which 
Chairman BUCHANAN telephoned. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not ask you that 
question. I asked you if you had brought 
the material that is mentioned in this sub
pena. I am not mentioning any telephone 
call or anything else-this subpena and the 
annex affixed thereto, have you brought that 
material? 

"Mr. RUMELY. As far as it was physically 
possible. But you asked for things that 
could not be produced in the course of 
months if we put six or eight people to work 
on it; so far as we physically could, I did, 
and I have got a statement outlining exactly 
the situation if you--

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Because of the limited 
time, I will go through these then, Mr. Rume
ly, and at this time I would like to offer the 
copy of the subpena in evidence, to make it 
part of the record. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Without objection it will 
be included as · a part of the record. 

* 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Have you brought each 

of the returned checks drawn on the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government, Inc., 
Deposit Account 'C' maintained at the Na
tional City Bank, East Midtown Branch, 
New York, N. Y.? 

"Mr. RUMELY. We put in four men to work 
on it, and it took 43 Yi hours. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Have you got it? 
"Mr. RuMELY. For 1 month. I h ave got a 

statement here that will explain t h e situa
tion, and that you ask an impossible thing. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. By 'returned check' I 
mean, Mr. Rumely, a check that was drawn 
on the account delivered· to another person, 
and then returned to your bank and charged 
to your account after having been deposited 
by the payee or some endorser, you und-er
stand that? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I have 1 month here; and 
you are asking for 37 months, and it took us 
43 Yi hours and four people. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. And you only have 1 
month here? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. But you have neglected 

to bring the rest? 
"Mr. RUMELY. I have not neglected. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. You have neglected to 

bring the other months? 
"Mr. RUMELY. You ask an impossible 

thing. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. The answer is that you 

have not brought them because it is an im
possibility. 

"Mr. RUMELY. You ask an impossibility. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Aren't these the same 

things we asked for at the previous hearing 
in June, Doctor? 

"Mr. RUMELY. No; they are not the same 
things. . 

"The CHAIRMAN. In general, are they not 
the same? ·In general, are they not the 
same? 

"Mr. RUMELY. No; these checks were never 
asked for before. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Well, we asked for your 
complete financial record, which would in
clude these checks, and you did not submit 
them to the committee at that time, June 
27, 28, or 29, 1950? 

"Mr. RUMELY. There was no indication 
that you wanted the canceled checks. 

"The CHAIRMAN. You have a complete list 
of what we asked for? 

"Mr. RUMELY. Yes. 
• • 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Rumely, what records 
does the committee keep on contributions on 
any specific person? For example, supposing 
you wanted to find out for yourself how much 
Irenee du Pont had given your committee as 
donations and how much he had remitted to 
you for pamphlets or other literature to be 
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distributed by you or to be sent by you to 
him for distribution? What records do you 
have that will show how much that one indi· 
vidual gave to your committee? 

"Mr. RUMELY. We list every day on sheets 
about as big as a newspaper page the names 
and amounts and the purpose--the sheet has 
columns .. Literature," "Books," "Contribu
tions," or whatever there is t:Qere, and we list 
each day the name, the amount, and the 
purpose on that sheet, and we have about, in 
the period that you cover, we have between 
four or five thousand sheets with a hundred 
thousand entries. 

• • • • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. The subpena calls for 

the names and addresses of all persons send
ing $500 or more. 

"Mr. RUMELY. I! you will take my state
ment, you will get.my answer. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. You did not bring them 
all? 

"Mr. RuMELY. It was an impossibility, just 
as you asked the bank to bring the copies of 
the checks, and the bank said it would take 
10 men a year to do that. If you ask a thing 
that cannot be done in 4 months to be done 
in 2¥2 days yol,l are asking the impossible. 

"The . CHAlllMAN. We might say, Mr. 
Rumely, that we sent one accountant up to 
the bank, and he did the job in 3 or 4 days, 
and worked about 4 hours a day. 

• 
"Mr. FrrzGERALD. Now, 1n your previous 

testimony you made mention of the follow
ing individuals who had made large payments 
to the Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment. You said J. Howard Pew, of Pennsyl
vania, had made some large payments. How 
much did he make, or how much did he--

"Mr. RUMELY. I don't recall that testimony. 
'' Mr. FITZGERALD. You say or you said that 

a woman from Toledo gave you $2,000. Do 
you remember that in your previous testi
mony? 

"Mr. RUMELY. For distribution Of The 
Road Ahead. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Who was that woman? 
"Mr. RuMELY. We are not giving you the 

names of the people who bought our books. 
"Mr. Fr.rzGERALD. Now, you refuse to give 

that information? 
"Mr. RUMELY. I refuse to give the names of 

people who bought our books. You are in
vading our constitutional right as publishers. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Even though you are reg. 
1stered as a lobbyist, and you realize---

"Mr. RUMELY. I am registered not for that 
activity, but because I send to Congress re
leases and other material, and as we have a 
publishing enterprise, two-thirds of ow ac
tivities, or more, is the sale of boQ.ks and 
literature, and we are not going to---

"Mr. FITZGUALD. You refuse, even in the 
light of the fact that we have subpenaed you 
here this morning, and we have a qµorum 
present at the present time, and we might 
find you in contempt should you fail to com
ply with the questions that are proper and 
are pertinent to this occasion? 

"Mr. RUMELY. They are not proper and 
pertinent; when a subordinate law of Con
gress conflicts with the organic law in the 
Constitution the subordinate law has to 
give way, and the organic law prevails, and 
you are trying to bust up the Bill of Rights 
and you are going to set the precedents of 
dqing it. · . . ~ . 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, with respect to the 
na;mes of the State medical associations 
which have purchased books from you, or 
furnished you with contributions, you re
fuse to give us that information also, is that 
right? 

"Mr. RuMELY. We have not been furnished 
contributions; they have bought books, 

· and--
"Mr. F'ITzGERALD. How many medical as

eociations have bought books? 
"Mr. RUMELY. Probably a dozen. 

"Mr. FTrzGERALD. What are the names of 
those? 

"Mr. RuMELY. I will not give the names of 
purchasers of books, I have told you that 
repeatedly. 

• • • • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Rumely, I want to 

be perfectly fair with you, to give you this 
opportunity to answer these questions. Re· 
member that this committee has contempt 
powers and they might be exercised should 
you fail. 

"In view of that, would you change your 
mind and give us this information? 

"Mr. RUMELY. I cannot where a constitu
tional question is involved. If we set the 
precedent of yielding against our conviction 
and against t~e advice of our lawyers that 
the first and fourth amendments cover our 
book operations, why then, we, instead of 
upholding constitutional government are 
setting a precedent to break it down, and 
we are not going to do it. It is a hot spot; 
I do not want to be in the spot. 

"The CHAIRMAN. It is indicated to counsel 
that the answer of the witness is in nega
tion of the question, and counsel will con
tinue. 

"Mr. RuMELY. I stated again--
"The CHAIRMAN. We do not need to go any 

further." 
• • • • 

"AUGUST 25, 1950. 
"MEMORANDUM: 

"To. Hon. FRANK BUCHANAN, chairman, 
House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities. 

"From: Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., counsel, 
House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities. 

"Subject: Committee for Constitutional 
Government, Edward A. Rumely, execu
tive secretary. 

"On August 21, 1950, a subpena duces 
tecum was issued by you, commanding Ed
ward A. Rumely, executive secretary of the 
Committee for Constitutional Government, 
Inc., 205 East Forty-second Street, New York, 
N. Y., to appear before the House Select Com· 
mittee on Lobbying Activities on Friday, Au· 
gust 25, 1950, at 10 a. m. 

"The said Edward A. Rumely appeared 
at the date and hour mentioned and re
mained until 11:10 a. m. 

"During the period of his appearance the 
said Edward A. Rumely, failed to comply 
with the aforesaid subpena duces tecum in 
the following manner: 

"l. He failed to produce original docu· 
ments of any type whatsoever. • 

"2. He failed to produce either the orig
inals or photostats of the records of the 
Committee for Constitutional Government, 
Inc., as indicate: 

" (a) The name and address of each person 
from whom a total of $500 or more has been 
received by the committee during the period 
from January 1, 1947, to August 1, 1950, for 
any purpose. 

"(b) As ·to each such person, the amount, 
date, and purpose of each payment which 
formed a part of the total of $500 or more, 
and all correspondence relating to each such 
payment. 

"3. The origip.al or photostats of each 're
turned' check drawn on each account main· 
tained by the Committee fQr Constitutional 

, Government, Inc., ·during the period from 
January 1, 1947, to August 1, 1950, in the 
following banks: 

"(a) National City Bank, East Midtown 
Branch, New York, N. Y.. in the following 
accounts: 

" ( 1) Disbursing Account c. 
"(2) Disbursing Account I. 
''(3) General Fund Account A. 
"{b) Commercial National Bank, Knox• 

'Yllle, Tenn. 
· "(c) Commercial Union Bank, Nashville~ 
Tenn. 

"(d) Hamilton National Bank, Chatta
nooga, Tenn. 

"(e) Ohio National Bank, Columbus, Ohio. 
"BENEDICT F. FITZGERALD, Jr., 

"Counsel, House Select Committee 
on Lobbying Activities." 

Because of the foregoing, the said Select 
Committee on Lobbying Activities was de
prived of answers to pertinent questions pro
pounded to said Edward A. Rumely relative to 
the subject matter which under House Reso
lution No. 298 of the Eighty-first Congress 
the said Select Committee on Lobbying Ac
tivities was directed to investigate, and the 
refusal of Edward A. Rumely to furnish the 
information in response to the subpenas 
duces tecum hereinabove set forth, or in 
response to questions addressed to him under 
oath before a quorum of the Select Com
mittee on Lobbying Activities during Edward 
A. Rumely's voluntary appearances before 
said committee, deprived the Select Com
mittee on Lobbying Activities of necessary 
and pertinent testimony and information 
and places the said witness, Edward A. 
Rumely, in contempt of the House of Repre
sentatives of the United States. 

A copy of the resolution prepared for 
presentation in connection herewith is set 
forth in words and figures, as follows: 

(Mr. BucHANAN submitted the following 
resolution:) 

· Resolved, That the Speaker of the House 
o! Representatives certify the report of the 
Select Committee on Lobbying Activities as 
to the refusal of Edward A. Rumely to an
swer questions and produce documents be· 
fore the said Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities, together with all of the facts in 
connection therewith, under seal of the 
House of Representatives, to the United 
States attorney for the District of Columbia, 
to the end that the said Edward A. Rumely 
may be proceeded against in the manner and 
form provided by law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN <interrupting the 
reading of the report>. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the report be dispensed with 
and that it be printed at this Point in: 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer 

a privileged resolution <H. Res. 834) 
certifying the report of the Select Com
mittee on Lobbying Activities as to the 
refusal of Edward A. Rumely to answer 
questions and produce documents be
fore the said committee, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives certify the report of the 
Select Committee on Lobbying Activities as 
to the refusal of Edward A. Rumely to an
swer questions and produce documents be
fore the said Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities, together with all of the facts in 
connection therewith, under seal of the House 
of Representatives, to the United States at
torney for the District of Columbia, to the 
end that the said Edward A. Rumely may be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
provided by law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the Select Committee on 
-Lobbying Activities, of which I have the 
honor of being chairman, was directed 
to investigate "all lobbying activities in .. 
tended to influence, encourage, promote, 
or retard legislation." 
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At the time our investigation started, 
the Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act 
of 1946 had been in effect for a little over 
3 years. We set about trying to find out 
how well this statute worked, whether it 
.had any loopholes, ambiguities or other 
defects which would require corrective 
legislation. We found that the terms of 
the lobbying act were very broad. It is 
important to note at this point that the 
text of the statute nowhere includes the 
word "lobbying." It refers, instead, to 
groups or individuals who receive con
tributions, expend money, or engage 
themselves for any consideration for the 
purpose of influencing the passage or 
defeat of any legislation by the Congress, 
directly or indirectly. The words "con
tribution" and "legislation" are specifi
cally defined in that statute, and give 
a very broad meaning. 

So we started with, a very broad field 
·to cover. At the outset we made pre
·liminary surveys of the financial reports 
which had been filed with the clerk of 
the House by organizations which were 
admittedly attempting to influence legis
lation. We found that the Committee 
for Constitutional Government had re
ported spending over $2,000,000 for lob
bying and yet ·had never disclosed the 
name of one single contributor. 

We investigated further into the sub
ject and found that the committee had 
always refused to disclose the identity 
of its financial backers. In fact, it has 
gotten so that · Rumely brags about not 
letting anyone know who his financial 
angels are. On of the recent releases of 
the Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment said of our investigation: 

Just as the Black-Minton committee of 
· 1938 and the Anderson campaign expendi
tures committee of 1944 were frustrated in 
their demands for t h e names of our con
tributors, so now again the names will not 
be revealed. 

Rumely is not the only one connected 
with the Committee for Constitutional 
Government who brags about refusing 
to tell Congress and the public the iden
tity of their financial supporters. One 
of the exhibits introduced at our hear-

. ings is a letter from Sumner Gerard, 
treasurer of the Committee for Consti
tutional Government, to Henry Bass, of 
Enid, Okla. It speaks of the Committee 
for Constitutional Government and says: 

Unlike most of those groups that flourish 
for a while like the green b ay tree and then 
fade out of sight, our committee has been 
functioning for over 10 years, and we have 
m any scalps in our belt. Twice have we 
been before congressional investigating com
mittees who sought to learn how we manage 

· to survive. We even licked them there and 
refused to give them the names of our sup
porters. 

So you see they are quite adept at this 
sort of covering up' of identity of con
tributors. 

Now we wanted full and complete in
formation about all of the financial op
erations of the Committee for Constitu
tional Goveri:iment for several reasons. 
We had noted that their lobbying reports 
announced that the organization re
ceived no contributions of more than 
$490. But the same reports carefully 

listed large· sums of money whfoh were 
alleged to have been received for the 
sale of books and pamphlets. The large 
sums of money were reported, but not the 
identity of the person from ·whom the 

. money had come. The listing of the 

. gross amounts of such r.eceipts was ac

. companied by statements to the effect 
that such receipts could not possibly be 
considered as contributions under the 
Lobbying Act, but they reported them 
just the same, and that made us wonder. 

. Was it possible that a means of evading 
the act had been devised? Could it be 
that this organization took in money in 
any amount, but applied the word "con
tribution" only if the sum of money were 
less than $500, and called the transac
tion a sale if the amount received was 
more than $500? · 

If so, our committee wanted to give se
rious thought to the question of amend
ing the Lobbying Act to cover suc~1 a sit
uation, if it were not already covered. 
Our study of this lobbying group has 
convinced me that our suspicions were 
true, and I also believe that this is an 
evasion of the act and is within the scope 
of the law as it now reads. I am, there
fore, going to recommend to the Justice 
Department that they conduct an FBI 
investigation of the Committee for Con
stitutional Government with a view to 
prosecution for failure to comply with 

· the Lobbying Act. 
In addition to the subterfuge outlined 

above, I felt that the policy of the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government of 
refusing to accept contributions of more 

· than $490 unless earmarked for books, 
·and so forth, might involve: First, di
viding large contributions into install
ments of $490 or iess, and causing the 
records of the Committee for C.onstitu-

. tional Government to reflect receipt of 
each installment . on a different date, 
and/or causing the records of the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government to 
give credit, for the several installments, 
to various relatives and associates of the 
actual contributor; or, second, causing 
the Committee for Constitutional Gov-

. ernment's records as to contributions to 
reflect less than the total amount of 
contributions actually received, by label
ing some part of such funds as payments 
made for printed matter. 

In order to find out whether our sus
picions about Rumely's organization were 
true or not, we subpenaed him to testify 
and produce financial rec.ords on June 6, 
1950. 

The subpena· called for the name and 
address of each person who had given 
$1,000 or more to the Committee for Con
stitutional Government in a 3%-year 
period, plus the date, amount, and pur
pose of each payment which went to 

.make up the $1,000 .total. Now, since 
·we were trying to get -to the bottom of 
this phony sale dodge, we had to ask for 
such information in broad language, and 
not restrict our~~l~es .to the word "con
tributions" because we knew Rumely 
would apply. his own narrow interpreta
tion to that word and come in and tell 
us the answer was "none." So we said 
in the subpena that the records produced 

·should' be for· i:noney received for any 
purpose, inclli-ding, but not limited to: 

<A·) Receipts from the sale of books, 
pamphlets, and other literature. 

· (B) Contributions. · · 
(C) Loans . 
When Rumely appeared, I asked him 

<Rept., p. 7): 
And you are ready to· produce these records 

· before the committee, as stated in the sub
. pena? 

And he replied: 
I am going to produce a part of the records 

· and withhold a part. 

Later in the same day I asked him 
· <Rept., p. 7) : 

Did you bring with you the records of _the 
· Committee for Constitutional Government? 

And he replied: 
I brought a portion of the records that we 

· will supply the committee. There are cer
tain areas that you ask information on, which 

· I believe are outside of your power. 

When - I . asked Rumely ~ if he had 
brought the records of what he calls sales 
of books and other literature, he said: 

No; ·not receipts fiom the sale of books, 
or the identity of purchasers of books. I 

. don't mind giving · the ·total income, but not 
the identity of the purchasers of books and 
literature. 

Then, the ·gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. LANHAM], wishin~ to establish that 

· the records we were seeking did actually 
· exist, asked: 

Do you have the records called for by the 
subpena in your custody and/ or in your 
office? 

And Rumely replied: · 
Yes. 

Then the following colloquy ensued 
between the gentleman from Georgia, 
Judge LANHAM, and ·numely: 

Mr. LANHAM. Do you refuse now to comply 
with the orders of the committee directing 
you to produce these books and records-do 
you have them with you? 

Mr. RUMELY. ·I have inforformation on the 
people who contributed-

Mr. LANHAM. We didn't .ask you for infor
mation. We asked you for books and rec
ords. 

Mr. RUMELY. We have transcripts. 
Mr. LANHAM. Do you have the books and 

records with you this morning in court--be
fore the committee? 

Mr. RUMELY. I haven't them here. My 
auditor brought some. 

Mr. LANHAM. Do you have them here and 
are you ready to produce them for the com
mittee? 

Mr. RUMELY. No; I do not have the books 
of account. We have the transcripts of 
them. 

Mr. LANHAM. I asked you whether you had 
the documents called for in the subpena, 
here before the committee this morning? 

Mr. RuMELY. I have a portion of the docu
ments called for. 

Mr. LANHAM. You do not have all of the 
documents. 

Mr. RUMELY. I do not have all of the docu
ments. 

So, you see, he had not brought any 
records at all. He brought traqscripts of 

· the portions of the records which he 
th6ught were fit for us to see, but not 
the records themselves. This callous de-
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fiance was aimed at preventing us from 
achieving our announced objective, 
which was to find out whether this book 
sale business was an open and honest 
operation or just a way of evading the 
Lobbying Act section which called for 
the names of contributors. 

But Rumely insisted on refusing to 
produce the records which would show 
what we wanted. He. said <Rept., p. 8): 

I am willing to produce the records of all 
contributions of $1,000 or more within the 
period designated; I am willing to produce 
the records of all loans within the period 
designated; except a few that related to the 
promotion of The Road Ahead, and adver
tising Fighters for Freedom, which has noth
ing to do with lobbying. I am not going to 
produce the names of people who bought 
books because; under the Bill of Rights, that 
is beyond the power of your committee to 
investigate. 

Of course, when he said he was willing 
to produce the names of contributors he 
meant the names of those who were 
contributors as he interpreted that word. 
He would not let the committee investi
gate and make its own finding on the 
facts. 

The same goes for loans. He refused 
to produce the books of his organization 
showing loans, except those loans he 
wished us to have. He specifically re
.fused, as I have just quoted, to give us 
information about loans for advertising 
Fighters for Freedom and promotion of 
The Road Ahead because he had decided 
they had nothing to do with lobbying. 
We wanted those records so we could de
cide that question. We did not want to 
leave it up to Mr. Rum.ely to decide, in 
view of his past history. 

Also on this point, I asked Mr. Rumely 
(Rept., p. 9): 

But you have not furnished the commit
tca with the complete list of "things that you 
were subpenaed to furnish? 

And he replied: 
I have not furnished the committee the 

list of buyers of our books and a few loans we 
made to publish the books. 

Mr. Rumely very succinctly stated the 
reason for his refusal <Rept., p. 10): 

You have no right to go against--go into 
the field in which public opinion is made; 
you are out of bounds. 

On June 27, Rumely was once again 
before the committee, this time volun
tarily and not in response to a subpena. 
Hundreds of documents were introduced 
into the record showing the lobbying ac
tivities of the Committee for Constitu
tional Government. Mr. Rumely, in one 
frank remark said <Rept., p. 11): 

Our lobbying consists of going out with a 
viewpoint to the country, and informing peo
ple and letting the people talk to their 
Members of the Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The grass-roots approach? 
Mr. RuMELY. It is helping people get the 

facts on which to do their thinking. 

On the same day, Mr. LANHAM, refer
ril:g to a letter from the files of Rumely's 
organization, said <Rept., p. 11): 

That seems to indicate pretty well that 
they are engaged in lobbying. 

XCVI--874 

And Mr. Rumely replied: 
We don't deny that. 

In an appearance before the commit
tee on June 28, the following dialogue 
took place <Rept., p. 12) : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to conclude with 
the letter from Mr. Rumely to Mr. Fletcher, 
of February 9, 1950, in which he discusses 
The Road Ahead, and he says that the in
dustry of America has bought books, such 
as The Road Ahead, to saturate the commun
ity and make a long-time imprint on its 
thinking. 

Mr. RUMELY'. That is right. We are going 
.to do that in Cleveland, Toledo, in Buffalo, 
in Rochester, in Niagara Falls, in Dallas, and 
we are going to do it in just as many cities 
as we cari put a full-page ad into the paper
-you must help stop socialism in America
av I we will send, if we can get the money to 
do it, a book into every fifth home, a copy of 
The Road Ahead-into every fifth home. 

I dined, the night I came here, with a good 
woman from Toledo; she gave $2,000-
. Mr. FITZGERALD. What is her name, Mr. 
Rumely? 
· Mr. RUMELY. I am not going to give you 
her name. 

Just lf.,St week, on Friday, August 25, 
Rumely appeared again before our com
mittee in response to a subpena which 
called for such of the records of the 
Committee for Constitutional Govern
.ment as show the name and address of 
each person from whom a total of $500 
or more had been received in a 3%-year 
period, and the date, amount, and pur
pose of each payment which formed a 
part of the total of $500 or more. He 
.was also subpenaed to produce monthly 
statements and cancelled checks from 
various bank accounts of the Committee 
for Constitutional Government. 

At that time Mr. FitzGerald asked him 
several questions about the financial 
'dealings of the Committee for Constitu
tional Government and the manner in 
which it deposited its receipts. The fol
lowing colloquy is very illuminating
transcript, page 609: 

Mr. FITZGERALD. When you deposit your 
money in your A, C, and I accounts you 
make no effort to differentiate between 
money received in amounts under $500, 
called contributions, and any amounts over 
$500 called receipts from the sale of books, 
do you? 

Mr. RuMELY. We do not in that. 

So you see it all goes into the same 
bank account. It is all money, and it is 
all used to finance the committee's 
avow.ed objective-the mass distribution 
of books and pamphlets giving one side 
of questions having legislative signifi
cance. 

Then Mr. FitzGerald asked-tran
script, page 610: 

• • • what records does the committee 
keep on the contributions of any specific per
son? For example, supposing you wanted to 
find out for yourself how much Irenee du 
Pont had given your committee as donations 
and how much he had remitted to you for 
p~mphlets or other literature to be distrib· 
uted by you or to be -sent by you to him for 
distribution? What records do you have 
that will show how much that one individ· 
ual gave your committee? 

Mr. RuMELY. We list every day on sheets 
about as big as a newspaper page the names 
and amounts and the purpose-the ·sheet has 
columns "Literature,'' "Books," "Contribu
tions," .or whatever there is there, and we 
list each day the name, the amount, and the 
purpose on that sheet, and we have about, 
in the period you cover, we have between 
four and five thousand she-ets with a hun
dred thousand entries. 

But Rumely did not produce these 
sheets, although he had taken the time 
to get an approximate count on them, 
and even the number of entries, which 
we had not asked for. But we had asked 
for the name and address of each person 
from whom a total of $500 or more had 
been received du.ring a 3 %-year period, 
and the date, amount, purpose, and all 
correspondence in connection with each 
such payment which formed a part of 
the total of $500 or more. 

Those sheets would have given us a 
long start toward the answers to the 
questions in our mind, tut Mr. Rumely 
refused and failed to produce them. 
. Another reason why we w.ere inter
ested in Mr. Rumely's t.lleged "book 
sales" is contained in a letter dated Feb
ruary 9, 1950, from Rumely to Mr. John 
Fletcher, Sr., Chattanooga, Tenn., which 
is one of our hearing exhibits. It reads 
in part as follows: 

Here is a copy of a letter that Harvey C. 
Fruehauf is sending to 100,000 business lead
ers. Nothing that we have ever put out 
has brought such a response as is coming 
in to the book, The Road Ahead. We have 
1,900,000 of these cards in circulation now 
and expect to add another 1,100,000 during 
the next 10 days. The book not only con
·vinces, but arouses people to action. The 
industries that buy are requested to set aside 
one-third of their purchase for leadership 
distribution for homes in the community 
and to earmark two-thirds for their own 
employees. This plan will so saturate a 
community as to make a long-time imprint 
on its thinking. The sale of books pro
vides funds to pay for the ads and the en
listment letters preceding it. 

So now we have Mr. Rumely in letters 
·admitting that he is attempting to sat
urate the thinking of the community, 
.and also admitting that this book-sale 
business financed other activities of his 
organization. Yet this witness had the 
brazen effrontery to tell our committee 
.that Congress had no right to even ask 
about their phony book-sale dodge. 

On June 27, when Rumely appeared 
before our committee, he said: 

We receive fifteen to twenty thousand con
tributions a year, and we get, on the aver
age, over-all, $15 or $20 about what a union 

·labor member pays. If we took the few 
names that give $500, it would look as if 
our committee had millionaire support 
• • •. You misrepresent the sources of 
support vr:rhen you pick out a few rich men, 
able to give $500. 

For all of his posturing as a man of 
the people, the fact remains that Mr. 
Rumely and his organization are living 
on the largess of those few rich men 

·able to give $500. An analysis of th~ 
·bal\k ·deposits of the Committee for 
Constitutional Government and two 
allied groups, America's Future and the 
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Constitution and Free Enterprise Foun
dation, give the true picture. I would 

Total de-Group Period posits 

America's Future ___ : ____ _______ 1947-50 $1, 054, 721. 65 
Constitution and Free Enter-

prise Foundation, Inc _________ 1947-50 139, 2.39.17 
Committee for Constitutional 

Government (deposit account 
C) __ --- -------------- --------- 1947-50 1, 285, 125. 82 

Total ___ ·------------------ ----------
___ .. __________ 

like to introduce it into the RECORD at 
this time. 

Amount of Percentage Number of Average size 
checks of of total checks of of checks of 

$500 or more deposits 1 $li0p or more $500 or more 

$560, 883. 49 53.1 423 $1, 326 

85, 095. 00 61.1 71 1, 199 

508,343. 04 39.6 383 1,320 

-------------- ----------·--- 877 --------------
1 High as these percentages are, they do not include multiple contributions of $490 by the same person or group. 

These are frequent because of Committee for Constitutional Government's professed unwillingness to accept larger 
general constributions in order to avoid disclosure under the Lobbying Act. 

Mr. Rumely grossly misrepresented 
the truth when he insisted that large 
contributors were merely incidental to 
his operations. On the contrary, it is 
to these contributors that Mr. Rumely 
owes his present prosperity, particu
larly since he received a 4 percent com
mission on all Committee for Constitu
tional Government receipts .. 

The analysis shows that in a 3-year 
period more than 53 percent of the dol
lar value of all deposits of America's FU
ture consisted of checks of $500 or over. 
The average size of the checks of $500 
or more was $1,326. Over $560,000 in 
America's Future income came from 
checks of $500 or more. 

In the 3-year period from 1947-50, 
more than 61 percent of the dollar value 
of all deposits of the Constitution and 
Free Enterprise Foundation consisted of 
checks of $500 or more. The average 
size of the checks of $500 or over was 
$1,199. Over $85-,000 of the founda
tion's income came from checks of $500 
or more. 

In the 3-year period from 1947 to 1950, 
more than 39 percent of the dollar value 
of deposits in one account of the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government 
consisted of $500 or more. The average 
size of the checks of $500 or more was 
$1,320. Over $508,000 of the Committee 
for Constitutional Government's income 
came from checks of $500 or more. 

Of course, the subpena we served re
lated only to the Committee for Consti
tutional Government, and not for the 
other two groups, but the testimony 
shows clearly that they are subsidiary 
adjuncts of the Committee for Consti
tutional Government. 

Late in May we sent a questionnaire 
letter to business corporations. farm and 
labor groups, asking about expenditures 
relating to attempts to influence legisla
tion, directly or indirectly. The replies 
to this letter have been almost uniformly 
illuminating. They have given us a 
wealth of information about twentieth 
century lobbying. 

Among other things, they show very 
clearly that the mass distribution of lit
erature is being utilized by many business 
corporations and public utilities to in
fiuence the people on legislative issues. 
Millions of copies of books like The Road 
Ahead and similar books are being dis
tributed to foremen and supervisory per-: 
sonnel, community leaders, the clergy, 
and other opinion-molding groups. · 

One corporation which ·responded · to 
our questionnaire letter, the Eli Lilly 
Co., stated that they had contributed 

$25,000 to the Committee for Constitu
tional Government. This aroused our 
curiosity, since Rumely claimed he did 
not take contributions of over $500. 

We wrote to the Eli Lilly Co. and asked 
them to send us the photostatic copy of 
the check and photostatic copies of all 
correspondence relating to their contri
bution of $25,000 to Rumely's organiza
tion. Their reply was frank, honest and 
very revealing. 

The correspondence between the Eli 
Lilly Co. and the Committee for Consti
tutional Government started on January 
10, 1950, when the Lilly Co. wrote to 
Rumely's organization: 

This ls to advise you that our budget com
mittee has approved a contribution of $25,000 
to the Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment for the calendar year 1950. 

In approving this contribution, it was the 
consensus of opinion of our budget commit
tee that we should like to have you use some 
of these funds in distributing books, pamph
lets, Paul Revere messages, etc., to a mailing 
list which we wlll supply you with. Such 
a mailing list would include school teachers, 
members of the clergy, and other influential 
groups of our local community. 

Sumner Gerard, treasurer of the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government, 
.replied on January 17, 1950: 

Your letter of January 10 announcing a 
$25,000 purchase of O\U educational material 
was a source of great encouragement to Dr. 
King and myself. 

Please note that Eli Lilly used the word 
''contribution" and merely asks that an 
unspecified portion of the contribution be 
applied to the distribution of Rumely's 
books and leaflets. The letter of 
acknowledgment from the Committee 
for Constitutional Government, how
ever. nowhere m,entions the word "con
tribution" but very carefully attempts to 
make the entire $25,000 contribution ap
pear as a "purchase of * * • edu
cation material." This is exactly what 
we suspected had been going on. 

At this point in the record I would like 
to introduce a letter of our committee 
to the Eli Lilly Co., together with their 
reply, which includes the text of the cor
respondence which Eli Lilly had with the 
Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment concerning their $25,000 contribu
tion. 

ELI LILLY & Co., 
Indianapolis 6, U. S. A., JuZy 21, 1950. 

Hon. FRANK BUCHANAN, 
House Office Building, 

House Select Committee on Lobby
ing Activities, Washington, D. (}. 

MT DEAR MR. BUCHANAN: This will 
acknowledge receipt of your letter of July 13 

which was not delivered to our offices until 
July 17. 

In accordance with your request we are en
closing herewith photostatic copies of corre
spondence relating to our payment of $25,000 
in 1950 to the Committee for Constitutional 
Government. A photostatic copy of the can
celed check by which the payment was made 
is included with this material. 

Very truly yours, 
W. M. WHEELER, Jr. 

JANUARY 10, 1950. 
CoMMrrrEE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT, 

205 East Forty-second Street, 
New York 17, N. Y. 

. GENTLEMEN: This ls to advise you that our 
budget committee has approved a contribu
tion of $25,000 to the Committee for Con
stitutional Government for the calendar year 
1950. 

In approving this contribution, it was the 
consensus of opinion of our budget commit
tee that we should like to have you use some 
of these funds in distributing books, pam
phlets, Paul Revere messages, etc., to a mail
ing list which we will supply you with. Such 
a mailing list would include school teachers, 
members of the clergy, and other infiuential 
groups ot our local comm.unity. Can you 
advise me as ~how large a malling list this 
contribution will supply with the educa
tional material which your committee pub
lishes? 

It ls also our opinion that perhaps distri
bution of every publication to these indi
viduals might be so· excessive as ·to do more 
harm than good. The tendency might arise 
for these people to throw everything that 
comes in the mail into the nearest waste 
basket. Therefore, would it be possible, in 
case we so desire, to supply you with a mail-
1?-g list and t<:> have you mall to them only 
tnose publications which we designate. 

With all good wishes for a very successful 
y¢ar, I am 

Sincerely yours. 

COMMITTEE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL 
Gov~MENT, 

Mr. E. L. NOYES, 
January 17, 1950. 

Eli Lilly & Co., Indianapolis 6, Ind. 
MY DEAR MR. NOYES: Your letter Of Janu

ary 10 announcing a $25,000 purchase of our 
educational material was a source of great 
encouragement to Dr. King and myself. Be
cause of Mr. Gannett's frequently expressed 
admiration and friendship for you, we sent 
h1¥1 a copy of your letter. On Monday morn
in~ he telephoned from Miami Beach greatly 
pleased over this news. 

Your substantial purchase so early in the 
year will enable us to lift our committee's 
activities to higher levels of effectiveness. 
We have found that money put to work in 
January multiplies itself several fold dur
ing the year by bringing in additional sup
port. This purchase of material should be 
charged on your books as an outright pur
chase and not as a contribution. 

The firm of Farabaugh, Pettengill, Chap
leau & Roper haye given us an opinion that 
such purchases of material- to uphold our 
free-enterprise system are legitimate corpo
rate expense, like other advertising, and the 
Treasury Department has accepted in hun
dreds of cases such expenditures as legiti
mate corporate purchases. When purchas
ing, it is necessary for the purchaser to do 
exactly what you suggest, namely, to desig
nate the material purchased and the direc
tion of its distribution. 

We wlll service a list of 5,000 names at $4 
per individual name 22 times between Febru
ary and December 1950; or a list of 10,000 
eleven times; or of 25,000 four times. In 
connection with this we will include the 
distribution of 5,000 copies of Norton's great 
book The Constitution of the-United" States: 
Its Sources and Its Application, and 3,000 
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copies of Pettengill's For Americans Only. 
We stand ready to cooperate with you in 
working out in detail, as may best suit your 
wishes, the servicing of such lists as you 
designate. 

We suggest that you set aside $8 per name 
for the full Paul Revere messages service to 
300 including all State legislators in Indiana 
(150) , the balance of 150 to go to names that 
you particularly designate in your own or
ganization or in the city of Indianapolis. 
We will include in this service a copy of the 
Norton book and a copy of Dr. King's The 
Keys to Prosperity which should have a spe
cial value to State legislators. 

With $20,000 for the ma111ngs, $2,400 for 
this Paul Revere service to 300 names, there 
would be left $2,600. We would suggest that 
you set aside this amount, at $1 per copy, 
for 2,600 copies of Compulsory Medical Care 
and the Welfare State, by Melchior Palyi. 
The report upon which this book is based 
was worked up at a substantial expenditure 
by the National Physicians Committee before 
it disbanded. We expect to have shortly 
20,000 copies in book form, publication price 
$2. Our price to you will be $1 per copy. 

The contents of the book are of such great 
importance that distribution to key leaders 
in national thinking and in positions of pub
lic influence should be made soon. If you 
agreed to allot $2,600 to this distribution we 
will bear distribution cost and send to all 
Members of Congress, all Governors, to se
lected editors, newspaper columnists, and 
radio commentators, and to 600 of the top 
level leaders in the medical profession, in
cluding all officers of State medical associa
tions. 

Any portion of this distribution where you 
desired it we would be glad to include your 
courtesy card as donor. Otherwise we shall 
distribute over the name of the committee 
itself. In the case of Palyi's book we shall 
seek some individual of public influence to 
write an accompanying letter calling atten
tion to the book and its great importance. 
In the distribution to Congress we might 
have Congressman Smith himself-the head 
of a medical clinic and highly respected in 
both Houses of Congress-write the accom
panying letter asking that every Member 
read the content. Please note copy of the 
telegram to members of the Rules Committee 
enclosed herewith. 

Our trustees wm meet on January 25 and 
it would be a matter of great encouragement 
if we could have th:.:> transaction closed by 
that date. 

In the meantime, if you or any other 
member of your organization come to New 
York City, do give Dr. King and other mem
bers a chance to exchange thought with you. 

Sincerely yours, 
SUMNER GERARD, Treasurer. 

JANUARY 24, 195.0. 
COMMITTEE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT, 

205 East Forty-second Street, 
New York 17, N. Y. 

(Attention: Mr. Sumner Gerard, Treasurer) 
DEAR MR. GERARD: Thank you very much 

for your reply of January 17, which fully 
answered the questions which we raised. 
Therefore I am enclosing our check of $25,000 
and with it goes our best wishes for success 
in the committee's efforts. 

I am turning over your letter to Mr. J. F. 
Modrall of our industrial relations division, 
who is working very closely with the Indian
apolis Chamber of Commerce on the com
munity part of our company's over-all pro
gram. You wm undoubtedly hear from him 
at some future date concerning the mailing 
of your various publications. 

Very truly yours, 
------. 

COMMITTEE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL 
GOVERNMENT, 

February 20, 1950. 
Mr. NIKOLAS L. NOYES, 

Treasurer, Eli L i lly & Co •• 
Indianapolis 6, Ind. 

MY DEAR MR. NOYES: Attached· hereto is 
your receipt for $25,000 for which a credit is 
being set up on our books against which you 
may draw for any literature we distribute. 

We have available now in a preliminary 
:fiber-bound edition Dr. Palyi's Compulsory 
Medicine and the Welfare State. We have 
entered the printing order and have in proc
ess a second printing of 100,000 copies with 
the Perma-board covers. The retail price is 
$2; bulk price $1.10. You may wish to draw 
against this book supply for distribution to 
lists in which you are interested, charging to 
the credit established. 

We have just mailed the 310 top leaders of 
AMA the letter Dear Fellow-American, copy 
of which is enclosed. 

Thanks again for your helpful cooperation 
in the purchase and distribution of the com
mittee's educational literature. 

Sincerely yours, 

ELI LILLY & Co. 

EDWARD A. RUMELY, 
Executive Secretary. 

Office of E. L. Noyes, Assistant Treasurer, 
Indianapolis 6, Ind. 

Distribute the committee's literature. 
Government by citizens can work success
fully only if citizens are informed, interested, 
willing to make effort and sacrifices. There 
must be leadership on national issues in 
every locality. We as voters must exercise 
our rights and fulfill our duties or democracy 
will fail. Make yourself a committee of 
one in your circles and community; send 
for any or all of the items of literature de
scribed on the back of this receipt; up to 10 
free, postpaid, of any piece; for a larger sup
ply you may wish to make some remittance to 
cover cost. Use this material to arouse and 
inform others. The committee's leadership 
will become increasingly effective is you and 
citizens everywhere respond and give support. 

Help enlist others. 
We are deeply grateful to you for your sup

port of the committee and your help in the 
distribution of its educational literature. 

Voluntary aid such as you have given makes 
it possible to intensify and broaden the scope 
of this nonpartisan educational effort. 
---------------- Tear here ----------------

No. 81164 
We hereby acknowledge receipt of $25,000. 
Your remittance has been applied as di

rected for one or more of the following pur
poses: 

A-General work of Committee for 
Constitutional Government, Inc. 

B-For books, literature, or special 
purpose or fund, as directed by 
you. 

COMMITTEE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL 
GOVERNMENT, INC., 

205 East Forty-second Street, 
New York 17, N. Y. 

Per (signed) .H. HIMSWORTH, 
Auditor and Assistant Treasurer. 

Date: January 26, 1950. 

Ask for free literature listed below, sent 
anywhere, postage prepaid: 

"I Am the Bill of Rights" folder. Up to 
20 free; 150 for $1; $5 per thousand; postpaid 
anywhere. 

"Bismarck's Golden Chain." Leaflet show
ing evils of compulsory health insurance. Up 
to 10 free. $1 for 300; $3 per 1,000; postpaid 
anywhere. 

"Webster Leaflet. A More Glorious Edifice." 
Up to 2.0 ~ree. $1 for 400; $2 per 1,000; post• 
paid anywhere. 

· "What American Democracy Means to Me.'• 
How much Americans gain from the Consti· 

tution and American way of life. Valuable 
for school children and adults. Up to 20 
free. $1 for 200; $4 per 1,000; postpaid any
where. 

"The Church and Business-Friend or Foe." 
Up to 10 free. $1 for 150; $5 per 1,000; post
paid anywhere. 

"Free Prices and Full Employment." A 
common-sense analysis showing why price 
controls check employment and prosperity. 
Up to 6 free. $1 ·for 60; $2 for 150; $8 per 
1,000; postpaid anywhere. 

"The Man on the Street." Holds America's 
fate in the hollow of his hand. Folder show
ing benefits of private enterprise and need 
for thrifty investors. Up to 6 free. $1 for 100; 
$2 for 225; $8 per l,000; postpaid anywhere. 

"The Only Path to Tomorrow," by Ayn 
Rand. Collectivist doctrine that supremacy 
of common good enslaves men. Only one 
source of progress: Individual man in inde
pendent action. Up to 5 free. 40 for $1; 100 
for $2; 200 to 700 at $1.60 per 100; 1,000 for 
$15; postpaid anywhere. 

"Why Democratic Socialism Breaks Down" 
(leaflet)-Politicians controlling jobs prom
ise high wages and low prices, hence bank
ruptcy or inflation. Five copies free; 40 for 
$1; 100 for $2.50; 200 to 700, $2 per 100; 1,000 
or more, 1 Y:i cents each. 

"Politicians Put This Burden on Your 
Back." Shows how each 100 families had to 
support two jobholders in 1930, three in 1940, 
and five today; also why bureaucratic horde 
fostering needless waste must be kicked off 
citizens' backs by taxpayers' rebellion. Up 
to 20 free. One dollar for 100; postpaid any-
where; · 

"Extracts From Hearings by House Com
mittee on Labor and Education." Testimony 
by Dr. Willford I . King on harmful effects of 
labor monopolies. Shows why we should re
turn to equality before the law to get maxi
mum production and highest real wages-
44 packages. One dollar for 10; 25 to 200, 
8 cents each; larger quantities, 6 cents per 
name, if address is supplied on gummed 
labels; postpaid anywhere. 

"What the Election Did Not Prove" (leaf
let). Analysis showing how vital issues were 
not presented to the voters. Twenty copies 
free; 200 for $1; $4 per 1,000. 

"What Is Ahead-Inflation or Deflation?" 
Proves last 2 years' price rise based on 
velocity, which may end with falling prices 
if confidence gives way to pessimism. Two 
copies free; 10 for $1; 25 to 700, 8 cents each; 
1,000 or more, 6 cents each. 

"Political (Socialized) Medicine". Shows 
how Washington politicians controlling 
health funds will undermine the medical 
and dental care that all citizens' families will 
receive. Six copies free; 25 for $1; 100 to 700, 
3 cents each; 1,000 or more, 2Yz cents each. 

"Warning." Description of best book on 
"The Constitution of the United States; Its 
Sources and Its Application." Twenty copies 
free on request; postpaid anywhere. -

"Suggestions for Changes in the Federal 
Tax Laws," by Robert B. Dresser (booklet). 
Sets forth nine steps that should be taken 
immediately, and the reason why. Immediate 
wide distribution important. Twenty-four
page booklet. Ask for three copies free; in 
bulk, 20 to 800, 5 cents per copy; 1,000 or 
more, 4 cents per copy; postpaid anywhere. 

Continued on reverse side under Leaflets, 
Folders, Booklets. 

(See other side.) 
MAKE YOUR HELP MOST EFFECTIVE BY PUR

CHASING AND DISTRIBUTING THE COMMITTEE'S 
EDUCATIONAL MATERIAL AND SERVICES 

Corporate or individual support can be effec
tively and usefully furnished by purchase 
of any or all of the items or services pro
vid~d· by the committee. Such purchases 

: do not fall in the category of contributions 
SERVICES 

Paul Revere Messages-two or more a week 
mailed biweekly. Authoritative comments on 
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the vital issues confronting the United States. 
An informative service calculated to guide the 
thinking of readers in a constructive and 
persuasive fashion. Forceful and convincing 
writers with backgrounds on the subject s 
covered. · 

Single subscriptions, one year $10; two 1-
year subscriptions $17; 3 to 24 subscript ions 
at $8 each; 25 to 80 at $7.50 each; 100 or 
more at $7 each. (Send lists of n ames wit h 
multiple subscriptions.) 

King Economic Puzzles (10 separate bul
letins). A course in fundamental economics 
discussing the all-important wage and profit 
st ruct ure. Don e in plain English and attrac
tively printed in brief form. Adapted for 
employee lists, for school and college work 

and desirable for teachers, members of the 
clergy, state and national legislators. 

Mailed at stated intervals to list s furnished 
at $1 per name. 

All committee releases--News bulletins, re
ports, special research data including re
prints from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, roster 
of Congress by States and District s and 
select ed Paul Revere Messages. 

Serviced to lists furnished at $10 per name 
for 1 year. 

Americanism ser ies (six separate mailings). 
Comprising material that strengthens appre
ciation of our constitutional syst em and the 
American way of life; series featured by ini
tial presentation of a book and Bill of Rights 
wall p iece. · 

Serviced to lists furnished at $2 per name. 

BOOKS 
Book price schedule 

Title Single 
copy 

3 copies 
for-

5 to 80 100 to 700 1,000 or 
copies, copies, more, 

per copy per copy per copy 

1. Labor Monopolies or Freedom-John Scoville _______ _______ _ 
2. Constitution of the United States-Thom.as J. Norton ____ _ _ 

$1. 00 
. 69 
.60 

$2.00 
2.00 
1. 38 

$0.60 
. 63 

. • 42 

$0. 55 
. 62 
. 40 

$0,50 
. 60 
. 35 3. For Americans Only-Samuel B . Pettengill__ ______________ _ 

4. The Keys to Prosperity-Willford I. King: 
Fiber-bound _ ---------- ------ -- --- --- ------------------
Cloth-bound------ -- - --- ---- -- --- --------------- ------- -

2. 00 
4. 00 
1. 00 

5. 70 1. 80 1. 70 1. 60 

~: ~ ------:90- ------:85- -------:so 6. Hunger and History-E. P armelee Prentice ________________ _ 

1. Labor Monopolies or Freedom (Scoville) , 
card-bound, pocket size, 168 pages. A sledge
hammer attack at the fallacies underlying 
the evil of labor monopolies. Scoville m akes 
his economics of freedom understandable to 
the simplest mind on the Bowery, or on Main 
Street. 

2. The Constitution of the United States 
(Norton), card-bound, pocket size, 320 pages. 
Every home, om.ce, ·school, and library should 
have this volume. A thoroughly accredited 
text and reference book about Our Constitu
tion-the Civil Bible of America. (Avail
able also in cloth-bound edition.) 

3. For Americans Only (Pettengill), card
bound, 192 pages. A staggering revelation of 
what totalitarian planners have done to un
dermine constitutional liberties; for all who 
love this country and are willing to fight 
encroachments of national socialism, this 
book is indispensable. 

4. The Keys to Prosperity (Willford I. 
King) Economic Principles for a Modern So
ciety. As basic as Adam Smith's The Wealth 
of Nations. A must book. Distribute widely. 
(Available also in cloth-bound edition.) 

5. Hunger and History (E. Parmelee Pren
tice), How Economic Freedom brought food 
abundance. 

PARTIAL LIST OF EDUCATIONAL LEAFLETS, 
FOLDERS, BOOKLETS 

FACTUAL DATA ON FEDERAL TAX ISSUE 
Would You Like to Double Your Income? 

(Ieafiet)-30 for $1; 100 or more at 3 cents 
each. 

On Income Taxation, as presented by Dr. 
Willford I. King to House Ways and Means 
Committee (leafiet)-5 cents each or 100 for 
$4.50. 

Congress Can Provide Tax Relief (open let
ter by R. B. Dresser)-40 for $1; 90 for $2; 
100 or more 2 cents each. 

Postwar Federal Taxes, analyzing proposed 
constitutional amendment (leafiet)-100 for 
$2; 300 for $5; or $12 per 1,000. -

Are Corporation Profits Too Large?-Ex
haustive analysis shows for every $3 received 
by stockholders, Government takes $5 in 
taxes while $36 goes into wage-salary totals. 
Two copies free; 16 for $1; 100 to 600, 4 cents 
each; 1,000 or more, 3Y2 cents each. 

Do You Want to Pay Higher Taxes? (leaf
let )-Should go to millions. Fighters. For 
Freedom (grass-roots F. F. F.) urges fighters 
for freedom forever to oppose politicians, re
gardless of party, squandering tax moneys 

to buy socialistic legislation the votes of 
minority groups. Five copies free; 40 for $1; 
200 to 700, 2 cents each; 1,000 or more, 1¥2 
cents each. 

SPECIAL RELEASES ON LABOR ISSUE 
Why Not Arbitrate (leaflet)-Shows why 

arbitration of wage rates by politically se
lected or influenced arbitrators will destroy 
stockholders' rights, and lead to fascism. 
Five copies free, 20 copies for $1. Larger . 
quantities 4 cents per copy, postpaid any
where. 

Labor-Boss Candidates and You Make It. 
We Take It. (postcards), 50 for $1; 100 or 
more, 1¥2 cents each; $10 for 1,000. 

The Housewife's Dilemma-No. 2 (leaflet) 
-25 copies for $1; 200 to 700 copies, 3 cents 
each; 1,000 or more copies, 2¥2 cents each. 

Unions Defy Your Government (ad)-2. 
cents a copy, in bulk. 

What Raises Wages? (leafiet)-60 for $1; 
150 for $2; or $12 per 1,000. 

Equality Before the Law (leafiet)-150 for 
$1; 1,000 for $6. 

Labor's Bill of Rights Defined (folder)-
200 for $1. · 

SPECIAL BULLETINS, MAIL TUCK-INS, FOLDERS 
Statistical X-Ray Shows Up a Horseshoe

Proves that cost of· living since 1939 has gone 
up less than weekly earnings and average real 
earnings of industrial workers. Three copies 
for 10 cents; 40 for $1; in bulk, $2 per 100. 

Freedom Train and Where Karl Marx Went 
Wrong (leaflet)-Timely educational matter 
for youth and adults on the Constitution, 
and against communism. Three copies free; 
20 for $1; 50 to 100, 4 cents each; 200 or more, 
a cents per copy, postpaid anywhere. 

Workers Republic (folder)-125 for $1; 275 
for $2; or $7 per 1,000. 

Raising the Workingman's Scale of Living 
(8 pages)-10 for $1; 24 for $2; 100 to 800 at 
7 cents each. 

Capitalism the Creator (32 pages)-12 for 
$1; up to 100 at 7 cents each; over 100 at 6 . 
cents. 

The Man on the Street (f9lder)-lOO for 
$1; 225 for $2; or $8 per 1,000. 

Roster of Congress (leafiet)-100 for $1; 
$8 per 1,000. 

The American Constitution and Its Sig
nificance· (booklet)-in any quantity, 1 cent 
each. 

(See other side.) . 
Eli L1lly & co., Indianapolis, u. s. A. No. 

822816. Pay to the order of Committee for 

Constitutional Go\ternment, $25,000. Chem
ical Bank & Trust Co., New York. EU Lilly 
& Co. 

Pay to the order of the National City Bank 
of New York, Sumner Gerard, Treasurer, 
Fighters For Freedom, Committee for Con
stitutional Government, Inc. 

I am sure that files of the Committee 
for Constitutional Government contain 
hundreds of other letters just like this 
one which will indicate very clearly that 
the Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment takes money of any size but 
only applies the word "contribution" to 
remittances of $490 or less. As to those 
remittances which are more than $490 
the Committee for Constitutional Gov
ernment calls them "purchases of edu
cational material." 

Mr. Rumely's contemptuous refusal to 
produce these letters pursuant to the sub
pena of our committee has hindered 
us in our efforts to get the facts and 
consider the advisability or necessity for 
changes in the Federal Lobbying Act . 

Further along in this let ter Sumner 
Gerard suggests that $2,600 of the con
tribution be set aside for the distribu
tion of copies of "Compulsory Medical 
Care and the Welfare State," a book by 
Melchoir Palyi. Gerard states: 

The contents of the book are of such great 
importance that distribution to key leaders 
in national thinking and in positions of pub-
lie influence should be made soon. If you 
agree to allot $2,600 to this distribution we. 
will bear distribution cost and send to all 
Members of Congress, all governors, to. 
selected editors, newspaper columnists, and 
radio commentators, and to 600 of the top 
level leaders in the medfcal profession, in-' 
eluding all om.cers of State medical associa
tions. 

Any portion of this distribution where 
you desired it we would be glad to include 
your courtesy card as donor. Otherwise we 
shall distribute over the name of the com
mittee itself. In the ·case of Palyi's book we 
shall seek some individual of public· influ
ence to write an ·accompanying letter call
ing attention to the book and its great im
portance. In the distribution to Congress we 
might have Congressman SMITH himself
the head of a medical clinic and highly 
respected in both Houses of Congress-write 
the accompanying letter asking that every 
Member read the content. Please note copy 
of the telegram to members of the rules com
mittee enclosed herewith. 

So you see the evidence is quite clear 
that · the Committee for Constitutional 
Government is attempting to influence 
legislation directly and indirectly, 
through the distribution of these books. 
They attempt to influence legislation 
directly by sending copies of books and 
also telegrams, leaflets, and other 
printed material to Members of Con
gress, and they attempt to influence leg
islation indirectly by distributing the 
same material to thought leaders, news
paper editors, and S'.J forth. 

Our committee does not have and has 
never had the slightest desire to prevent 
or regulate this tremendous flow of books 
and pamphlets in any way regardless of 
the point of view presented. We feel 
that the Members of Congress and the 
general public are entitled to this inf or
mation under the constitutional guar
anties of freedom of speech and of the 
press. We also feel that such distribu
tion can be a salutary influence on our 
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great democracy, provided that the Con
gress knows the identity of the financial 
backers of these mass etf orts to influence 
legislation. 

In recent days Mr. Rumely has been 
laying down a propaganda barrage 
aimed at muddling the issues. Free 
speech and free press are involved here, 
but not in the manner Mr. Rumely would 
have you believe. Our great free press 
is on the receiving end of millions of , 
pieces of Rumely's pamphlets and re
leases on legislative issues. Rumely dis
tributes these hoping to influence edi
torial opinion. The editors of the Na
tion's newspapers are entitled to know 
who pays for the distribution of these 
highly charged pamphlets. 

The constitutional arguments ad
vanced by Mr. Rumely are properly mat
ters to be decided by the courts of our 
land. 

Mr. Rumely's refusal to answer the 
committee's questions and produce the 
documents subpenaed constitutes a con
tempt of this great body, and it is my 
duty to recommend to you at this time 
that you so find. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield. 
Mr. ROONEY. A moment ago the 

distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl
vania said that there would be some is
sue this afternoon on the question as to 
whether or not this organization should 
be registered as a lobby organization. I 
wish to remind him that his report con
tains the following question and answer 
on page 11 thereof: 

Mr. LANHAM. That seems to indicate 
pretty well that they are engaged in lobby
ing? (Indicating letter.) 

Mr. RuMELY. We do not deny that. 

Is there any question but that this 
group should be registered as lobbyists? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is very clear, of 
course, that they are registered lobbyists; 
and in the reports filed in 1949 they were 
the second largest spender. 

Mr. ROONEY. Since they are prop
erly registered as lobbyists, is there not 
a provision in the Lobbying Act that they 
must account for contributions beyond 
a certain amount? And is not the Lilly 
Co. contribution over that amount? . 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself one additional minute. 

'Dhe Corrupt Practices Act provides 
that all contributions of $100 or more 
shall be reported; in the Lobbying Act 
it is $500 or more, they must list their 
names. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Massachuetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. We cited only the 
other day 56 persons for contempt, re
fusal to answer question before the Un
American Activities Committee. It so 
happened they were Communists or we 
felt they were Communists. But the 
reason they were cited was because of 
contempt of a committee. They refused 
to answer questions. They thought they 
were bigger than the House of Repre
sentatives and bigger than one of the 
committees of the House of Representa-

tives. That is the issue involved here. 
They refused to answer. It is all re
peated through this testimony, the re
fusal to produce records, the refusal to 
testify. The record is clear on the basic 
question. 

In the case of the Communists it was 
refusal. If we refuse, with. this record, 
to cite this man and the others for con
tempt, why, then, the message will go 
out to the country that only Communists 
are cited and others who have contempt 
for a committee where they have friends 
in the Congress of the United States 
need not fear being cited for contempt. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I thank the gentle
man. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HALLECK]. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I trust 
th:>,t the membership will not be com
pletely overwhelmed at this display of 
lawbooks. As I brought them down I 
recalled that on the occasion of the first 
speech I ever made here I got a little ex
cited and I referred to ,the Speaker as . 
"His Honor.," not that our Speaker is 
without honor, but certainly it demon
strated that prior to my· coming here I 
had had some little experience in the· 
courtroom. 

This is largely a legal matter. That is 
why I regret the statement just made 
by our distinguished majority leader 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK]. 
The observation that he made could not 
contribute anything to sanity of action 
or the exercise of fair judgment on the 
matter before us. It could only be cal
culated to try to divert attention from 
what is the real issue. I certain trust 
that my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle will not be so diverted. 

The chairman has said there is ·no 
clear definition of "lobbying" and there is 
none. As a matter of fact, the statute 
is so indefinite that many, many people 
do not know when they are in compliance 
and when they arc not. They do not 
know when to register and when not to 
register. That is why the work of the 
committee has been particularly onerous. 

The majority leader referred to people 
with friends here. I say to him and to 
my colleagues, and I think my colleagues, 
on the committee will bear this out, I 
have worked and served on that commit
tee without partisanship, without fear or 
favor, undertaking to let the chips fall 
where they may. I have some sincere 
convictions about this matter that is be
fore us and I am going to express them. 
I am certainly not going to be drawn otf 
the track by anything that is outside 
the issue, and I am sure you are not going 
to be. 

I think the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. BUCHANAN] has made it quite 
apparent that the only information Dr. 
Rumely refused to give to the committee 
was naming the purchasers of his 
books in quantity. He was requested on 
26 separate and distinct matters to ap
pear before the committee. · He re
sponded completely on 25 of them. For 
some 2 weeks investigators of our com
mittee, I think four in number, were in 
the offices of the Committee for Cons ti-

tutional Government. They had access 
to all documents and records of the com
mittee except that Dr. Ruinely insisted 
that his rights under the first amend
ment to the Constitution guaranteeing 
the right of a free press, relieved him 
from the necessity of disclosing purchas
ers of his books and pamphlets. 

It is true that Dr. Rumely registered 
under the Lobbying Act, and the com
mittee has filed reports under the Lobby- · 
ing Act. Parenthetically, that is not the 
situation in respect to the other two cita
tions to be presented here today. But 6 
years before the Lobbying Act ever was 
put on the books the Committee for Con
stitutional Government entered the pub
lishing business and brought out books 
and pamphlets which it sold to the pub
lic, like any other publisher. Why, we 
had the former Attorney General, Mr. 
Biddle, of Americans for Democratic 
Action before our committee. I asked 
him whether there was any distinction 
in the freedom of the press between a 
newspaper and a book or a magazine. 
Good lawyer that he is, he said, "No; 
there is none." Of course there can be 
none. So, the publisher falls in that 
category. 

Now, my friends of the House, one of 
these books about which information was 
refused was condensed in the Reader's 
Digest. I understand that over 3,000,000 
reprints of that condensation were sold 
by the Digest to people in this country 
who then distributed them among their 
friends and others. I know some Mem
bers of the House who bought those re
prints and mailed them out. Is there 
anything wrong in that? Are you going 
to cite the Reader's Digest for contempt 
if it refuses to disclose who bought its 
reprints? 

Now, my friends, it comes down to the 
first amendment to the Constitution 
which guarantees the right of a free 
press. That right is inviolate. No gov
ernment, no majority can override it; 
that is why it was written. 

Now, there is precedent for my posi
tion. In the State of Louisiana is a 
case known as the Grosjean case. The 
State government undertook to levy a 
tax of 2 cents on every dollar of advertis
ing received by newspapers of over 20,000 
circulation a week. The 12 Louisiana 
newspapers challenged this as an inva
sion of the free press. Here is what the 
Supreme Court said in that case in vol
ume 297 of the United States reports at 
page 244: 

The tax imposed is designated a "license 
tax for the privilege of engaging in such 
business"-that is to say, the business of 
selling, or making any charge for, advertising. 
As applied to appellees, it is a tax of 2 per
cent on the gross receipts derived from ad
vertisements carried in their newspapers 
when, and only when, the newspapers of each 
enjoy a circulation of more than 20,000 copies 
per week. It thus operates as a restraint in 
a double sense. First, its effect is to curtail 
the amount of revenue realized from adver
tising, and, second, its direct tendency is to 
restrict circulation. 

The Court went on in that decision to 
say: 

In the light of all that has now been said, 
it is evident that the restricted rules of the 
English law in respect of the freedom of the 
press in force when the Constitution was 
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adopted were never accepted by the American 
colonists and that by the first amendment 
it was m'eant to preclude the National Gov
ernment, and by the fourteenth amendment 
to preclude the States, from adopting any 
form of previous restraint upon printed pub
lications, or their circulation, including that 
which had theretofore been effected by these 
two well-known and odious methods. 

The Court said further, after review
ing another case: 

The conclusion there stated is that the 
object of the constitutiona:l provisions :was 
to prevent previous restramts on publica
tion· and the court was careful not to limit 
the protection of the right to any particular 
way of abridging it. 

And then finally the Court said: 
Judge Cooley has laid down the test to be 

applied: "The evils to be prevented were 
not the censorship of the press merely, but 
any action of the Government by means of 
which it might prevent such free and gen
eral discussion of public matters as .seems 
absolutely essential to prepare the people 
for an intelligent exercise of their rights as 
citizens." 

Further the Court said: 
The predominant purpose of the grant of 

immunity here invoked was to preserve an 
untrammeled press as a vital source of in
formation. The newspapers, magazines, and 
other journals of the country, it is safe to 
say, have shed and continue to shed, more 
light on the public and business affairs of 
the Nation than any other instrumentality 
of publicity; and since informed public opin
ion is the most potent of all restraints upon 
misgovernment, the suppression or abridge
ment of the publicity afforded by a free press 
cannot be regarded otherwise than with 
grave concern. 

Now then, what is the situation here? 
Testimony before the committee that 
the publication disclosed that the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government's 
sale of printed matter has already been 
hampered and impeded by the action 
that is here being taken. Here is an or
ganization that admits it does certain 
things that come under the Lobbying 
Act and so reports; but apart from that 
it carries on a publishing business. 

When this interrogation of Dr. Rume
Jy was first made, a publisher in a far 
west State wrote me saying: 

Look! I have published and rnld wherever 
I could books that deal with general prob
lems before the country. Am I to be called 
before a committee of Congress and required 
to divulge who the purchasers of my books 
and publications are? Why, that holds me 
up to obloquy, it could restrain my opera
tion, abridge my right to publish these books 
and to sell them. 

Who can deny the effect? Who can 
deny that will be the effect of requiring 
the publisher to come in and disclose his 
personal business affairs? Will you say 
in this legislative chamber that the pub
lishers of the Washington Post or the 
Evening Star can be called before a com
mittee of the Congress and be required to 
disclose who buys their papers, or who 
buys their advertising? Of course not. 
That would be a direct abridgement of 
the freedom of the press guaranteed by 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Page 22 of the report indicates clearly 
that this is the issue. Mr. FitzGerald, 
our counsel, asked this question: 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How many medical asso
ciations have bought books? 

Mr. RUMELY. Probably a dozen. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What are the names of 
those? 

Mr. RUMEI,Y. I will not give the names of 
purchasers of books; I have told you that re
peatedly. 

That is the only issue. 
Let it be said for Dr. Rumely further 

that he said: 
r cannot where a constitutional question 

1s involved. If we set the precedent of yield
ing against our conviction and against the 
advice of our lawyers that the first .and fourth 
amendments cover our book operations, why 
then, we, instead of upholding constitutional 
government are setting a precedent to break 
it down, and we are not going to do it. It is 
a hot spot; I do not want to be in the spot. 

I sympathize with him. I think the 
House of Representatives ought to take 
him off that spot, because he has not 
been in contempt of the Congress of the 
United States. 

I want to pursue another point, wholly 
apart from questions involved in the first 
amendment of the ,Constitution. The 
courts have consistently held that the 
right of a congressional committee to 
require an individual citizen to testify 
on matters that can only be the subject 
of legislative function is the true func
tion of the Congress of the Urtited States. 
It is not proper nor constitutional nor 
legal for a committee of the Congress of 
the United States to inquire into any 
matter that does not come within that 
purview. The courts have held that time 
and again. They held it in .the cele
brated Kilborn case, and reaffirmed it in 
the case of McGrain against Dougherty 
which I want to read to you if I have the 
time. 

The point I want to make is this: The 
citation sought here has nothing to do 
with the influencing of legislation in the 
ordinary ways of seeing Members of Con
gress or communicating with them. It 
has only to do with the formation of 
public opinion among the people of the 
country. I have struggled with this en
tire problem, and I do not believe the 
Congress of the United States, under the 
Constitution, can enact legislation to 
limit and abridge the rights of a citizen 
acting individually or collectively with 
others to speak his mind and his opinion 
to his neighbor or to write it down in a 
paper or magazine or a book and dis
tribute it. I do not believe the Congress 
has that right. I do not believe we can 
limit and abridge the right of a citizen 
to do that as against the guaranty of 
free speech and press in the first amend
ment. 

If I am correct in that, then any activ .. 
ity of a citizen or group of citizens which 
falls in that category cannot properly be 
a subject of interrogation by a congres
sional committee because it would not 
be in aid of any legislative process to 
which the Congress of the United States 
might resort. Does that make sense, or 
not? I think it does. 

Let me read the summarization of the 
Kilborn case to show what I am getting 
at: 

The question referred to in the Kilborn 
case was whether the House of Representa
tives had exceeded its power in directing 
one of its committees to make a particular 
1n vestigation. 

The decision was that it had. The prin· 
ciples announced and applied in the case 
are that neither House of Congress pos-

sesses a general power of making inquiry 
into the private affairs of citizens; that the 
power actually possessed is limited to in
quiries relating to matters of which the par
ticular House has jurisdiction. 

Again, if this right can _ be asse1~ted 
against the Committee for Constitu
tional Government and Dr. Rumely, it 
can be asserted against any publis~er 
of any magazine or any newspaper or 
any book. They could be hailed before 
a committee of Congress and forced to 
disclose their own private affairs. I do 
not believe that the Members of the 
House are going to take that position. 

I wish to ref er to one more case: That 
of Hearst against Black, and it is a mat
ter of some interest that the contempt 
then sought against Mr. Hearst was 
brought about by a Senate committee 
investigating lobbying under the terms 
of a resolution practically identical with 
the one under which we operate. That 
case came up for decision in the Circuit 
Court of Appeals of the District of Co
lumbia and the decision was written by 
Judge Groner. This is what he said: 

And so we think the law is settled that it 
appellant were before the Senate committee 
as a witness and were questioned as to mat
ters unrelated to the legislative business in 
hand, as this bill alleges is true of ti:ie mes
sages in question, he would be entitled to 
refuse to answer. 

You know there they issued a dragnet 
to call in all of the private telegrams 
that had been sent. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman one additional 
minute. 

Mr. HALLECK. "And if for his sup
posed contumacy he were imprisoned, he 
could secure his release on habeas 
corpus." 

To my riiind, these decisions make it 
abundantly clear that the issue here is 
as I have pointed out. You have all re
ceived a telegram from the publisher of 
Editor and Publisher regarding this mat
ter and its effect upon the freedom ·of 
the press. 

Mr. ROOH'EY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HALLECK. I am sorry. I want 
to conclude. 

The editorial was written and ap:. 
peared in Editor and Publisher on June 
10, the final paragraph of which is: 

The current investigation of the House 
committee js an invasion o-f the guaranteed 
right of the American people to own, hire, 
and use a printing press without interference. 

To my mind, that is an inalienable 
right-a right enabling the people of 
this country to continue to be the master 
of Government instead of Government 
becoming their master. It is the only 
way by which deeds and misdeeds of 
Government and agencies of Govern
ment may be controlled by the people. 

I am making no idle argument. I 
never studied more carefully about any
thing in my life. I am presenting this 
as a matter of principle, and I trust my 
views meet with your approval. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Indiana has again expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LANHAM]. 
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Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am 

glad that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HALLECK] made one statement. 
That was that these people, the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government 
and Mr. Rumely, are in the same class 
with newspapers and magazines. My 
answer to his contention is, that if we 
were trying to restrain Mr. Rumely or 
restrict Mr. Rumely, or if we were trying 
to hamper Mr. Rumely and the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government in 
any way in the exercise of their right to 
publish whatever they please, his argu
ment would be valid. But we have never 
sought to do that. The only thing we 
have asked of him ie for the names of the 
persons who are contributing and mak
ing possible the publication of these 
books. That very thing is required of 
every newspaper and magazine in Amer
ica and has been since 1912, and the 
courts have upheld it. The courts have 
said that that is legitimate and that it 
is for the best interests of this country 
of ours for the people to know who is 
bacldng, financially, every newspaper 
and every magazine in this country. 
That is all we ask. We ask that Mr. 
Rumely and every other lobbyist and 
every other publisher of information that 
is sent out to influence legislation shall 
disclose the backers, the financial angels 
of that organization. We have not 
sought in any way to restrain or restrict 
or to limit the freedom of the press. 
That claim is absolutely absurd. 

I have been asked by the chairman to 
discuss the legal problems involved. Of 
course, I cannot do it in 5 minutes. I 
can only hit the high spots, but remem
ber, in spite of everything that is said, 
that ha·s been said, or that may be said 
on the other side, we have not attempted 
and we are not now attempting to re
strict or restrain or in any way hamper 
either Mr. Rumely or the Committee for 
Constitutional Government. All we ask 
is a re vela ti on of the financial backers of 
the organization, just as I say every 
newspaper in America and every maga-
zine already has to do. · 

Oh, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROWN] will say that it is to get the privi
lege of mailing under the second-class 
classification. Of course it is. That 
was the basis on which the Government 
could require the disclosure of the finan
cial backers of every magazine and of 
every newspaper in America. 

A careful analysis of Mr. Rumely's de
fense will show that it involves two sep
arate and distinct legal propositions. 
His first contention. is that the commit
tee was out of bounds, as he phrased it, 
and had no authority to investigate the 
Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment and its allied organizations, be
cause he claims they were not_ engaged 
in lobbying. This claim was made in 
spite of the fact that he himself regis
ters as a lobbyist for the Committee for 
Constitutional Government. 

The second contention is that the 
Committee on Lobbying Activities is in 
violation of his constitutional rights 
guaranteed under the first amendment 
to the Constitution and the fifth, when 
it seeks to make him produce a record of 
all persons contributing more than 
-$500 to the Committee for Constitutional 

Government. He claims this is a viola
tion of his constitutional rights because 
he says _these contributions are not re
ally contributions, but are for the pur..; 
chase of books, pamphlets and other 
propaganda published and distributed 
by the Committee for Constitutional 
Government. 

Let us consider first the right of the 
House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities to investigate Mr. Rumely, and 
the Committee on Constitutional Gov
ernment. 

Congress has the power to obtain in
formation at its hearings on a wide range 
concerning all matters having direct or 
indirect bearing on the subject. Con
gress has broad discretion in determin
ing the subject matter of study and the 
scope and extent of the inquiry and can 
investigate if the subject under scruti
ny has any .possible materiality, no mat
ter how remote, to some possible legis
lation. <United States v. Bryan, 72 F. 
Supp. 58, affirmed Barsky v. United 
States, 167 F. 2d 241, 83 App. D. C. 127, 
cert. denied, 344 U. s. 843, 68 S. ct. 1511, 
92 L. Ed. 1767, affirmed, Morford v. 
United States, 176 F. 2d 54.) 

These books that Rumely has been 
publishing and sending out include a 
book entitled "The Taft-Hartley Law 
and Why it Should be Kept on the Stat
ute Books." Does not that influence and 
refer to legislation that was pending in 
the Congress at that time? He has sent 
out literature that opposes rent control. 
Was not rent control legislation pending 
in the Congress at the time? This book, 
The Road Ahead, whatever else may be 
said about it, is certainly propaganda 
against all New Deal legislation of the 
past and what has been proposed since. 
Certainly directly, not indirectly, those 
publications directly refer to legisla
tion that was pending in the Congress. 

The authority for the statement I 
have just made is found in the case of 
United States v. Bryan (72 Fed. Sup., 
and others) . 

Obviously, from these decisions there 
is no merit to Mr. Rumely's contention 
that the committee was out of bounds 
and had no right to investigate the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government 
and its satellite agencies, which he seeks 
to take with him behind an iron curtain 
of secrecy. 

The pertinence and relevance of the 
financial data sought from the Commit
tee for Constitutional Government may 
be seen by examining Senate Report 
1400 on S. 2177, Seventy-ninth Congress, 
which became the Federal Lobbying Act. 
That report clearly indicates that the 
main object of the statute was to bring 
out into the open the financial sources 
of pressures on public issues: 

Full information regarding the • • • 
source of contributions * * * of organ
ized groups would prove helpful to Congress 
in evaluating their representatives and 
weighing their worth. Publicity is a mild 
step forward in promoting the democratiza
tion of pressure groups. 

Consider the instant factual situation 
in this -light. A group which accepted 
contributions of any size up to the pass
age of the Lobbying Act suddenly re
fuses to accept any contributions of 
more than $490. 

Mr. Rumely admitted that and ad
mitted that he did it for the purpose 
of escaping the necessity of making pub
lic the names of contributors. 

Those who wish to give more than 
that are informed that they may "pur
chase" unlimited amounts of pamphlets 
and booklets dealing with the legisla
tive matters, which will be distributed 
by the committee as the purchaser di
_rects. Is the Congress powerless to de
termine whether this situation is defeat
ing the purpose for which the law is 
passed? Is the Congress powerless to 
find out the facts so that it may recom
mend means to strengthen the act, if 
necessary? Certainly the Congress has 
the power to find out the names and 

·addresses of these persons. 
In this connection I call attention to 

an excerpt from a radio address de
livered by Samuel B. Pettengill on No
vember 9, 1947, and introduced into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD by our able and 
distinguished colleague from Michigan, 
Hon. ROY 0. WOODRUFF, and I quote an 
excerpt from Mr. Pettengill's speech: 

I hold that Congress has as much right to 
have Communists labeled as it has to require 
food and drugs to be truly labeled, as it has 
to require the ownership of newspapers to be 
honestly declared. 

Coming now to a discussion of the 
second proposition that is whether it is 
constitutio.nal and lawful to require Mr. 
Rumely, the executive secretary for the 
Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment, to disclose contributions in excess 
of $500, whether by contributions or 
loans or, as he contends, for the purchase 
of books. 

The obvious lack of merit in the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government's 
basic contention is demonstrated by the 
cases holding that the first amendment 
does not immunize the press from gov
ernmental controls applicable to other 
types of business <Oklahoma Press Pub
lishing Co. v. Walling (327 U. S. 186); 
Associated Press v. Labor Board (301 
U. S. 103) ; Associated Press v. United 
States <326 U.S. 1) ) . The freedoms guar
anteed by the first amendment are not 
absolute; they may be the subject of gov
ernmental inquiry or control in the in
terest of restraining abuses within the 
constitutional ambit of governmental 
activity <American Communications As
sociation, CIO, v. Douds (339 U. S. 382); 
United Public Workers v. Mitchell (330 
U. S. 75) ; Kovacs v. Cooper <336 U. S. 
77)). 

The power of Congress to investigate is 
certainly as broad as the power which 
it may validly confer upon an admin
istrative official. In that field it has 
been held that the first amendment does 
not preclude a subpena by an adminis
trative official requiring a newspaper to 
disclose the interstate distribution of its 
paper, dissemination of its news, or the 
source of its advertising receipts-Okla
homa Press Publishing Co. against Wall
ing, supra. 

In Lewis Publishing Co. v. Morgan (229 
U.S. 288 <1913)) the Supreme Court up
held the constitutionality of the require
ments of section 2 of the Post Office 
Appropriation Act of August 24, 1912, 
amended by Thirty-ninth United States 
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Code Annotated, page 233. This section 
provides: 

SEC. 2. • • • That it shall be the duty 
of the editor, publisher, business manager, or 
owner. of every newspaper, magazine, period
ical, or other publication to file with the 
Postmaster General • • • on blanks 
furnished by the Post Offi.ce Department, a 
sworn statement setting forth the names and 
post-offi.ce addresses of the editor and man
aging editor, publisher, business managers, 
and owners, and in addition, the stockhold-. 
ers, if the publication be owned by a corpo
ration; and also the names of known bond
holders, mortgagees, or other security hold
ers; and also, in the case of daily newspapers, 
there shall be included in such statement the 
average of the number of copies of each issue 
of such publication sold or distributed to 
paid subscribers during the preceding six 
months: • • • Provided further, That 
it shall not be necessary to include in such 
statement the names of persons owning less 
than 1 percent of the total amount of 
stocks, bonds, mortgages, or other securities. 
A copy of such sworn statement, shall be 
published in the second issue of such news
paper, magazine, or other publication printed 
next after the filing of such statement. Any 
such publication shall be denied the privi
leges of the mail if it shall fail to comply 
with the provisions of this paragraph within 
10 days after notice by registered letter of 
such failure. 

The court held these requirements 
were not an unconstitutional abridg
ment of the freedom of the press pro
tected by the first amendment or a denial 
of due process of law under the fifth 
amendment, or as a denial of the use 
of the mail, but only a requirement relat
ing to second-class mail matter sanc
tioned by exclusion from the privileges of 
the mail in that regard. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
M.:..ssachusetts [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I take the :fioor today because 
I regard the issue raised in this proposed 
contempt citation to be so fundamental 
that I want to place my position and my 
views squarely in the RECORD. May I 
say, first, Mr. Speaker, that these cita
tions are far different from those previ
ously offered on the floor of the House. 
The other citations involved men and 
women whose loyalty to our Government 
was in issue. It involved the question of 
subversion. That is far different from 
the question which is raised today, where 
there is no loyalty involve'i, but a ques
tion of how far a committee of the House 
is privileged to go in prying into private 
affairs. 

We are not dealing here with an ordi
nary matter. We are confronted with a 
question that is raised squarely on one 
of the cornerstones of American lib
erty-freedom of the press. 

This is no mere issue of lobbying. 
This is no mere question of a man named 
Rumely, Smith, or Jones. This is no 
mere question of the merits or demerits 
of an organization that calls itself the 
Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment. All of these questions are trans
cended by the fundamental issue. 

To state this in the simplest terms pos
sible, here is what confronts this House-

It is the fundamental question of 
whether the American people under the 
guarantee provided by the first amend-

ment to the Constitution have the right, 
without fear of governmental inquiry, to 
purchase whatever products of a free 
press they please, so long as that prod
uct is not of an indecent, salacious, or 
subversive nature. 

If the Members of this House will 
reason with me I think that we can 
reach the inevitable answers to this 
question by very simple and fundamental 
logic. 

First, we must consider the nature of 
the special committee which is request
ing this House to vote a contempt cita
tion-the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities. This committee was specif
ically directed by this House under a 
resolution passed in the first session of 
this Congress "to conduct a study and 
investigation of (1) all lobbying activi
ties intended to influence, encourage, 
promote, or retard legislation, and (2) 
all activities of agencies of the Federal 
Government intended to infiuence, en
courage, promote, or retard legislation." 
That was its authority and its only 
authority. 

Second, we must consider the position 
taken by certain members of this select 
committee and certain members of ·its 
staff. That position is: That an or
ganization represented by Dr. Edward 
A. Rumely, and known as the Com
mittee for · Constitutional Government 
is in contempt because that organization, 
through its representative, refused to re·
spond to a subpena calling for the names 
_of all purchasers of its many published 
books, tracts, and pamphlets. 

Third, the committee does not allege 
that these books, tracts, and pamphlets 
were indecent, salacious, or subversive, 
in fact, it concedes-if I have read the 
hearings properly-that these publica
tions were of a general nature involving 
the state of the Union and, in one in
stance, involving a law which is on the 
statute books, namely, the Taft-Hartley 
Act. 

Fourth, we should consider that the 
organization, through its representative 
Dr. Rumely, responded to 24 of the 25 de
mands by the select committee for the 
records of this organization, but refused 
to respond to the twenty-fifth demand on 
the ground that making available a list 
of the purchasers of its publications 
violated the Bill of Rights, specifically 
the first amendment to the Constitution, 
regarding freedom of the press. 

Now, it is pertinent to our delibera-. 
tions to determine the nature of the 
books, tracts, and pamphlets published 
by this organization. Here are some 
of the titles according to the Select 
Committee's transcript: 

The Constitution of the United States, 
by Thomas James Norton. 

Jefferson, the Forgotten Man. 
Challenge to Freedom, by Henry M. 

Wriston, the esteemed president of 
Brown University. 

For Americans Only, by Samuel B. Pet
tengill, an honored and respected former 
Democratic member of this House. 

Smoke Screen, by William G. Ross. 
Hunger. and History, by E. Parmalee 

Prentice. 
The Keys to Prosperity, by Dr. Willford 

I. King. 
Needed Now. 

Capacity for Leadership, the Courage 
to Lead, with a prologue by the Rev. 
Norman Vincent Peale, a prominent New 
York minister of national reputation. 

Revolution, by Robert Hunter. 
The Road Ahead, by John T. Flynn. 
I am familiar with some of these books 

and by no stretch of the imagination 
could a thinking man declare them
and I now quote from the House resolu
tion which set up this committee-"in
tended to influence, encourage, promote, 
or retard legislation." 

They are dissertations on American 
political life, the American system of 
government, and the philosophies alien 
to that system of government which is 
of course the subject of thousands upon 
thousands of books, tracts, pamphlets, 
and other printed matter published in 
the United States every year. 

Now, it has been argued by certain 
members that the organization in ques
tion was financed to a considerable ex
tent by the sale of these books, and it 
has been intimated that frequent pur
chasers of the books bought not one copy 
but many copies. Therefore, these 
members appear to reason that there was 
something insidious in such action al
though the sworn testimony of the wit
ness, Dr. Rumely, was that his or
ganization sold the overwhelming por
tions of its publications in small quanti
ties as 1, 2, 3, 5, or 10 books at a time. 

Be that as it may, when did it come 
within the scope of the lobbying laws of 
this country for a determination to be 
made that a purchaser of a book or books 
must undergo public identification by an 
investigating committee of Congress, 
particularly when such publications were 
in the realm of general discussion of 
public affairs? 

It so happens that I know a Member 
of this House who last year during the 
holiday season bought and distributed 
to a number of his friends copies of a 
book discussing general political trends 
in this country. It is to be presumed 
that the publisher of this book sold many 
copies in addition to those purchased 
by this Member because the book was 
on the best-seller lists. It also happens 
that this publishing firm deals largely 
in books of a political and economic 
nature. By the logic of the members 
of the select· committee who are press
ing this House to vote a contempt cita
tion today, this publishing house also 
could be subjected to the same ordeal 
if it stood on its rights under the Bill 
of Rights and refused to disclose the 
name of the purchasers of this parti~u
lar book, including the Member of this 
House who made his purchase in quan
tity. 

Now, let us see how far afield reason
ing-and I use the word advisedly-can 
be carried down the road in this attempt 
to cause the House to participate in a 
miscarriage of justice which could un
dermine one of the basic freedoms of 
America. I want to read to you an ex
change of questions and answers by my 
distinguished colleague, the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. LANHAM], who is a 
member of the select committee and 
Dr. Rumely, the witness: ' 

·Mr. LANHAM. You distributed it because 
you wanted to discourage that sort of leg-
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islation, and a doctor, if he were to distribute 
it would be · getting it from you for that 
purpose, would he not? 

·nr. RuMELY. We distributed it because we 
wanted to preserve private industry. I do 
it with enthusiasm because I worked as a 
medical interne under the Bismarck system 
and I know how disrupting that kind of 
medicine can be. 

Mr. LANHAM. I agree with you on social
ized medicine. I am not in favor of it. 
But the point is, if you distribute this book, 
and if the doctors buy it and distribute 
it, they are engaged in lobbying in an at
tempt to influence legislation. 

Now, let us consider that proposition 
for a moment. The book in question is 
entitled "Compulsory Medical Care" 
and according to Doctor Rumely is a 
study by a European economist of com
pulsory medical care in every country. 
Dr. Rumely testified: "There is not one 
word about socialized medicine in this 
country-it is a study of what happened 
in Europe." 

Now let us weigh the implications of 
these facts for a moment. 

First, there are several bills intro
duced in both Houses of the present Con
gress involving medical care of varying 
sorts, including one sponsored by the 
administration. All of the authors, in
cluding the administration, claim the 
bills in no way embrace compulsory 
medical care or socialized medicine. Yet, 
we have a finding here by a distinguished 
member of the select committee that 
should any doctor buy a copy of the book 
in question and give it to somebody else, 
the doctor would then be engaged in lob
bying against legislation that is pending; 

Dr. Rumely testifies that there is not 
a word in the book involving this coun
try in our legislation before this Con
gress. I have not read this book but 
let us assume that is so. Are we to con
clude under the findings of our distin
guished colleague that the mythical doc
tor would be guilty of lobbying because 
some day in the future-how many years 
from now apparently would make no dif
ference-somebody might introduce a 
bill which could be properly character
ized as providing for compulsory med
ical care? 

I urge the House to consider carefully 
the twilight zone it will be in, the dark 
corners of suppression that it will be 
walking in, if we today vote a contempt 
citation on the basis of such specious 
premises. 

Now let us return to the question · of 
financing of the activities of the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government 
for one moment. I am not a member 
of the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities, but I have read the transcript, 
and Dr. Rumely testified that he had 
provided the committee with a list of all 
contributors who made contributions to 
his organization of $1,000 or more. That 
does not sound like concealment of 
proper information to me. 

I must confess I am mystified by the 
proceedings that have been brought be
fore this House.. These are times like 

·the world has not seen for centuries
perilous times, dangerous times. Nearly 
one-half the world is hidden behind the 
iron curtain of totalitarianism. In that 
half of the world, people smuggle for
bidden books and newspapers to one 

another, handling them like gold nug
gets in their search and hunger for in
formation that in the other half of the 
world is as free as the air we breath. 

Perhaps you or I have purchased pub
lications sold by Dr. Rumely and the 
Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment. I say-so what? I also purchase 
the Saturday· Evening Post, I also pur- · 
chase Collier's National Weekly, I also 
purchase other magazines and other 
publications of a similar nature, al)y one 
of which devotes up. to 50 percent of its 
space to discussing public issues directly 
affecting congression.al legislation. Are 
the publishers of 'these magazines to be 
subjected to similar treatment? Should· 
they refuse to make public a list of their: 
subscribers? Is contempt citation to be 
brought before this House against them? 

I cannot believe for one moment that 
my colleagues in this House can join in 
this adventure into the shadowland of 
thought control and thought suppres
sion. With the sun already setting on 
liberty in half the globe, the least we 
can do here today is to make certain 
that it does not cross the horizon of the 
other half. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I have asked 
for this time in order to make the state
ment that I have given 'the better por
tion of my life to the service of my coun
try and in the endeavor to protect the 
rights of the citizens in the enjoyment 
of the freedoms guaranteed to them. Mr. 
Speaker, this effort to cite these people 
for contempt is as phony as is the alleged 
renunciation of communism by Lee 
Pressman made recently before one of 
the committees of this House. I have 
protested and I now -protest to the fur
ther use of an arm of this Congress as 
an instrument with which to inflict 
vengeance upon those who have spoken 
up for their country. If there is any
thing bad in the publication of the 
Rumely organization such fact has not 
been disclosed. Mr. Speaker, I regret 
that I have not the time or the opportu
nity to pull aside the veil and reveal what 
is behind this whole movement. I have 
seen like committees operate heretofore, 
all under the inspiration of those leftist 
influences which we are now combating 
even in war. I observed that this com
mittee, when it came into existence, be
came the object of the attention of those 
same influences with the result that a 
staff of pinkos was put together to labor 
for the committee, and when this fact 
became known the committee had to 
let go the counsel that they had engaged. 
I witnessed the examination of the peo
ple out of ·which this citation arose and 
I want to testify that the people in ques
tion were not given decent consideration 
by the committee. The counsel that the 
committee later had to dismiss sat be
side the chairman and prompted him in 
the conduct of the. investigation. 

This . citation is an outrage, Mr. 
Speaker, and ought to be repudia~ed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman from Georgia. 

In conclusion, we must never forget 
that this is more than a contempt cita
tion. It is a precedent-a precedent by 
this House-which will be set if we vote 
this action. I am convinced it is a dan
gerous precedent which this House-one 
of the few great parliamentary bodies 
left in the world-can ill afford to estab
lish. There is far more at stake here 
than the prestige of this great body. We 
must face the fact that not the honor 
of the House or one of its committees is 
at stake but that one of our great basic 
freedoms-freedom of press-is in jeop
ardy if we take this action. Let the 
Members ponder this well, and -I am cer
tain that no one can find it in his heart 
or mind to vote the contempt citation 
sought here today. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. McCORMACK]. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
have an idea that when I made the ob
servation that Rumely had pretty power
ful friends in this House, that I must 
have hit the right spot, because of the 
present two leaders of the Republican 
Party coming down here on a technical 
question and def ending this roan who, 
on two previous occasons, has been cited 
for contempt before congressional com
mittees for refusal to answer questions, 
and on each occasion advanced the same 
argument that there was a constitutional 
question involved. As a matter of fact, 
the Communists that we cited only the 
other day claimed that there was a con
stitutional question involved. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? The 
gentleman has made a charge against 
me, and I think I have a right to reply. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Well, the gentle
man can reply in his own time. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
have no time. The gentleman knows 
that. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Was the gentle
man talking individually or as leader? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I was 
talking as an individual. 

Mr. McCORMACK. All right, I will 
withdraw the "leader" then. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
want to tell the gentleman that I never 
knew Mr. Rumely or anything about him 
until this matter was brought up. My 
position is prompted entirely because I 
believe this is a question of the preserva
tion of freedom of the press. 

Mr. McCORMACK. All I say is, the 
evidence shows he has powerful friends 
in this House, and all I can say is that 
as to anybody with powerful friends in 
this House, if this contempt proceeding 
is voted down, it will mean an open in
vitation to defy any committee of the 
Congress of the United States, and the 
unfortunate who has no friends will take 
his own chances. 

My friend from Georgia, whom no
body has stronger affection for than I, 
said it was an outrage. Outrage where? 
Who is Mr. Rumely? Is he an innocent 
individual? Yes, Mr. Rumely was con
victed for receiving money from the Im
perial German Government in 1915 to 
buy a newspaper in the city of New York 
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· for propaganda purposes to help the 
German Government out in World War I. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. ' Mr. Speaker, 
will the geJ;ltleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes; to my pub
lisher friend of several papers, do you 
approve of that as owner of a news
paper? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Do you approve 
of that as owner of a newspaper? Is 
that freedom of the press? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. The gentleman 
knows enough I think to tell the House 
that while this man was convicted he 
was later exonerated and pardoned. 

Mr. McCORMACK. He was not exon
erated. A pardon is a different proposi
tion. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Why do you 
not give the facts? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Rumely was con
victed by a jury. I have the floor and 
the gentleman from Ohio is not clever 
enough to take me off the floor. Rumely 
was convicted by a jury, and the circuit 
court sustained it. The Circuit Court of 
Appeals sustained the conviction, which 
grew out of' the willful failure to report 
to the Alien Property Custodian under 
the provisions of the Trading With the 
Enemy Act an indebtedness which this 
Rumely had contracted-with whom? 
With my friend from Ohio, Mr. BROWN? 
No. But with whom? The Imperial 
German Government. In other words, 
he was a spy in America for the German 
Government during World War I. That 
is whom we are dealinb" 'with. That is 
the man who repeatedly said, "I refuse-
I defy you." And in his testimony he 
challenged the committee to cite him 
in order to go to court to thrash this out. 
Yet, we find here powerful men on a 
technical question undertaking to de
f end a spy in World War I, and a man 
who is nothing but a Fascist, who is an 
opponent of American institutions and 
American Government on the right just 
as much and just as strongly as the Com
munists are on the left. 

The basic question here is whether or 
not we shall insist upon the dignity of 
the House being respected. He refused 
to answer proper questions. The Com
munists refused to answer proper ques
tions. That is why we cited them for 
contempt of Congress. They were Com
munists. That was the color. That 
was the emotional infiuence. But I 
voted because they refused to answer 
questions which I felt were proper and 
within the purview of the Committee on 
Un-American Activities. The other two 
were cited for the same reason, refusal to 
answer questions-not whether they are 
of the right or of the left or of anything 
else. They refused to ~nswer questions. 
The issue involved here is the same as 
in the case of the United Shoe Machin
ery, and other big interests many years 
ago, when they bought up newspapers. 
They bought up a Boston paper. There 
was a Senate investigation then of big 
interests buying up newspapers for 
propaganda purposes in America. That 
investigation was held to be proper and 
the questions were within the purview 
and jurisdiction of the Senate committee 
in its investigation. 

The members of the committee asked 
proper questions. This man refused to 
answer. The question before the House 
is whether or not we are to maintain 
our own dignity by citing this man and 
the other two men. The issue is refusal 
to answer. The evidence is plentiful 
The House must do its duty as it sees it, 
but if you do not vote to cite for con
tempt, you are doing an injustice in the 
case of those who have been cited here
tofore. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BROWN]. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I hope, in the years I have served in the 
House of Representatives, if I have ac
complished anything it is to have earned 
the reputation for being frank and out
spoken, and perhaps even blunt at times. 

I have been surprised, grieved, and 
amazed to find my good friend JOHN 
McCORMACK resorting to the statements 
he used on the floor which are exactly 
in line with the smear tactics which have 
been used so constantly, if you please, 
by certain members of the Committee on 
Lobbying Activities, so often that some· 
of us who serve on the committee, and 
Members of Congress who came and 
listened in to the hearings, have had to 
publicly protest against such methods. 

Let us look at the facts for a moment. 
The majority leader makes statements 
about this man Rumely being convicted 
as a German agent. Let us see what the 
facts are. The facts are Rumely was 
convicted under the Trading With the 
Enemy Act. But it was not long after 
he was convicted in World War I, as a 
result of borrowing money from an 
American citizen to buy a New York 
newspaper, that it developed evidence 
which would have cleared him had been 
suppressed by the Government. Eleven 
of the twelve members of the jury, when 
they found out the purport of the evi
dence which had been suppressed, 
signed a petition to the Attorney Gen
eral of the United States-a man named 
Harlan F. Stone-who, after carefully 
studying and reviewing the case; re
quested the then President of the United 
States, another New England man, Cal
vin Coolidge, to pardon Rumely. 

He was not only given full pardon, 
and restored completely to citizenship, 
but he was publicly exonerated, and tlie 
apology of the Attorney General went to 
him. Now, why use such smearing tac
tics here on the floor of the House? 

Let us go a little further. They talk 
about this man Rumely having been 
cited twice for contempt. One attempt 
was made to cite him for contempt in 
the Senate, but the Senate refused to 
do so, because he had stood on consti
tutional grounds. The Anderson com
mittee, back in 1944, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCHANAN] has 
said, did cite Mr. Rumely for contempt. 
I happen to have been a member of 
the Anderson committee and voted for 
that contempt citation. I was sorry af
terwards that I did. Why? Because 
when the case came into court the Fed
eral judge threw it out on its ears, and 
said that the Anderson committee did 
not have any right to ask Rumely those 
ouestions under the Constitution. 

Then they drag in the fact that news
papers, have to give certain information 
in connection with ownership of the pa
·per, to get second-class-mail privileges. 
But that does not bar such newspapers 
from printing anything that they please. 
The law only requires one thing, and 
that the newspaper give its ownership. 

Let me tell you something. This com
mittee of ours-or rather certain mem
bers of it-tried to make the publishers 
of newspapers tell why they wrote edi
torials, or who wrote them. They even 
criticized certain farm papers and about 
everything else they found to disagree 
with their philosophy of Government. 
So every newspaper in the United States 
is watching this particular case or ac- -
ti on. 

Mr. -BUCHANAN:. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Yes, I yield. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Who was the pub

lisher of the farm paper? 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. The Lumber

men's Digest. Of course, you know. 
All you have to do ts to look at the rec
ord. All you have to , do i~ to read the 
committee hearings. You will quickly 
find why this citation is here. This cita
tion for contempt against this Dr. 
Rumely and the Constitutional Commit
tee is here for one reason and one reason 
only-because- a man named John T. 
Flynn happened to have the courage ·to 
write a book against st;:l.te socialism, The 
Road Ahead. Certain people have been 
trying to find out, if they can, who 
bought those books. Well, I bought some 
of them myself and distributed them to 
a few of my friends because I believed 
every honest-to-God American ~ught to 
read about the danger which confronts 
this country. Then, of course, one of 
the members of the committee-just read 
the committee hearings, if you please
had the efirontery to argue in the com
mittee that because this Constitutional 
Cominittee ha.d published a book by a 
great French economist on the history of 
state medicine in Europe, which did not 
even mention socialized medicine in the 
United States or the possibility that it 
might come here, that any. doctor who 
might buy that book and perm.it any 
person to read it, was a lobbyist, and if 
he did not register as a lobbylst he should 
be punished under the law and sent to 
prison. Just how ridiculous can we get? 

Look at the record and read the hear
ings, if you please, and you will find that 
90 percent of the time of the committee 
was spent on getting after people who 
dare to stand up against state socialism. 
There are no citations for contempt here 
for the Dewey Anderson group on the 
other side of the street, and which did 
not even file a report under the Lobby 
Act. . 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, in 
answer to the gentleman's question, 
which he directed to me, I directed a 
letter to the Pacific Coast Lumber Digest 
asking how many companies had re
quested copies or reprints of an editorial 
which h~d appeared in t;heir newspaper 
and which was being circulated whole
sale in Missouri, far · from the Paciflc 
coast. W,e did not question the editorial 
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in any way, but merely asked about its 
distribution. Incidentally, they never 
answered our inquiry. That is the mat
ter he refers to. 
1 Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of the 
time to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. ALBERT]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Oklahoma is recognized for 2 minutes. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, first of 
all, I want to thank our loyal, hard
working staff for the fine job it has 
done for the committee and to take issue 
with those who have criticized it. I 
think all Members on both sides of the 
committee will · agree· with me when I 
say they have done an excellent job. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I must regret

! ully say to you . that the record is filled 
with times that the gentleman from 
Ohio has protested against the type of 
question asked. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I decline 
to yield further. It is true that the gen
tleman has objected to many of the 
questions that counsel has asked, and 
so have I, .but that has nothing to do 
with their sincerity or with the job they 
h ave done for this committee. 

Mr. Speaker, the ·gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HALLECK], able orator and 
debater that he is, has made a very ex
cellent argument, but he has only 
brought us up to the edge of this issue. 
The Oklahoma Publishing Co. case is the 
latest Supreme Court case on this sub
·ject. It is more recent and more in point 
than any of the cases which the gentle
man from Indiana has cited. The Okla
homa Publishing Co. case involved the 
power of the administrator of the wage
.hour division of the Labor Department 
to subpena from a newspaper the sources 
of its advertising income. 

The Supreme Court held that this was 
not in violation of the first amendment 
or of the right to freedom of press. It is 
no more a violation of the first amend
ment to the Constitution than is the 
requirement of the Registration of Lob
bying Act that a lobbyist shall report to 
the Congress the sources of his income. 
a violation of the right of petition. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired, 
all time has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the reso
lution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the resolution. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on 

that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 183, nays 175, answered 
"present" 1, not voting 71, as follows: 

Addonizio 
Albert 
Aspinall 
Bailey 
Baring 
Barret t, Pa. 
Bates, Ky. 
Battle 
:Beckworth 

[Roll No. 262} 

YEAS-183 

Bennett, Fla. 
Bentsen 
Biemiller 
Blatnik 
Boggs, La. 
Bolling 
Bonner 
Bosone 
Breen 

Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buchanan 
Buckley, Ill. 
Burke 
Burleson 
Burnside 
Byrne, N. Y, 
Camp 

Canfield 
Cannon 
Carlyle 
Carnahan 
Carroll 
Cavalcante 
Chelf 
Chesney 
Christopher 
Chudoff 
Clemente 
Combs 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Crosser 
.Davenport 
Davies, N. Y. 
Deane 
Delaney 
Denton 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Douglas 
Doyle 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Engie, Calif. 
Evins 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
·Flood 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Frazier 
Fugate 
Fulton 
Furcolo 
Garmat z 
Gary 
Gordon 
Gorski 
Granahan 
Granger 
Grant 
Green 
Hardy 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hart 
Havenner 
Hays, Ark. 
Hays, Ohio 

Hedrick O'Brien, Ill. 
Heffernan O'Hara, Ill. 
Heller O'Neill 
Hobbs O'Sullivan 
Howell O'Toole 
Huber Patman 
Hull Patten 
Irving Perkins 
Jackson, Wash. Peterson 
Jacobs Philbin 
Javits Poage 
Jones, Ala. Polk 
Jones, N. C. Preston 
Karst Price 
Karsten Priest 
Kee Rabaut 
Kelley, Pa. Rains 
Kelly, N. Y. Ramsay 
Kennedy Redden 
Keogh Rhodes 
King R1bicoff 
Kirwan Richards 
Kruse Rodino 
Lane Rooney 
Lanham Sasscer 
Lind Secrest 
Linehan Shelley 
Lyle Sims 
I,ynch Spence 
McCarthy Steed 
McC01mack Stigler 
McGrath Sullivan 
McGuire Sutton 
McKinnon Tauriello 
Mcsweeney Thomas 
Mack, Ill. Thompson 
Madden Thornberry 
Magee Trimble 
Mahon Underwood 
Mansfield Vinson 
Marsalis Wagner 
Marshall Walsh 
Miles Walter 
Mills Welch 
Mitchell White, CaUf. 
Monroney Wickersham 
Morris Willis 
Moulder Wilson, Okla. 
Multer Wood 
Murdock Woodhouse 
Murphy Young 
Noland Zablocki 

NAYS-175 

Abbitt Fallon LeFevre 
Abernethy Fellows 
Allen, Calif. Fenton 
Allen, Ill. Fisher 
'Allen, La. Ford 
Andersen, Gamble 

H. Carl Gathings 
Anderson, Calif. Gavin 
Andresen, Gilmer 

August H. Golden 
Andrews Goodwin 
Arends Gossett 
Auchincloss Graham 
Bates, Mass. Gross 
Beall Guill 
Bennett, Mich; Gwinn 
Bishop Hagen 
Boggs, Del. Hale 
Bolton, Md. Hall, 
Bolton, Ohio Leonard w. 
Boykin Halleck 
Bramblett Hand 
Brehm Harden 
Brooks Hare 
Brown, Ohio Harvey 
Burdick Herlong 
Burton Herter 
Byrnes, Wis. Heselton 
·Chatham Hill 
Chiperfteld Hinshaw 
·Clevenger Hoeven 
Cole, Kans. Hoffman, Ill. 
Cole, N. Y. Holmes 
Colmer · Hope 
Corbett Horan 
Cotton Jackson, Calif. 
Coudert James 
Cox Jenison 
Crawford Jenkins 
Cunningham Jennings 
Curtis Jensen 
Dague Jonas 
Davis, Ga. Jones, Mo. 
Davis, Tenn. Kean 
Davis, Wis. Kearns 
D'Ewart Kea tins 
Polliver Kerr 
bondero Kilburu 
poughto:o. Kilday 
Ellswort]a Kunkel 
Elston · Lecompte 

Lich ten wal ter 
Lodge 
Lovre 
Lucas 
McConnell 
McDonough 
McGregor 
Mack, Wash. 
Marca.ntonio 
Martin, Mass. 
Merrow 
Meyer 
Michener 
Miller, Md. 
Miller, Nebr. 
Morton 
Murray, Tenn. 
Nelson 
Nicholson 
Norrell 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Hara, Minn. 
Passman 
Patterson 
Phillips, Calif. 
Pickett 
Potter 
Poulson 
Rankin 
Reed, rn. · 
Reed, N. Y. 
Rees 
Rich 
Riehlman 
Robeson 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Sadlak 
Sanborn 
Saylor 
Scott, Hardie 
Scrivner 
Scudder 
Shafer 
Short 
Simpson, Ill. 
Simpson, Pa. 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Stanley 

Stefan 
Stockman 
Taber 
Tackett 
Talle 
Taylor 
Teague 
Tollefson 
Towe 

Velde 
Vorys 
Vursell 
Wadsworth 
Weichel 
Wheeler 

· Whitten 
Whittington 
Widnall 

Wigglesworth 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Winstead 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Woodruff ' 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 
Case, N. J. 

NOT VOTING-71 
Angell Kearney Plumley 
Barden Keefe Powell 
Barrett, Wyo. Klein Quinn 
Blackney Larcade Regan 
Buckley, N. Y. Latham Rivers 
Bulwinkle McCulloch Roosevelt 
Case. S. Dak. McMillan, S. C. Sabath 
Celler McMillen, Ill. Sadowski 
Crook Macy St. George 
Dawson Martin, Iowa Scott, 
DeGraffenried Mason Hugh D., Jr. 
Dingell Miller, Calif. Sheppard 
Durham Morgan Sikes 
Eaton Morrison Smathers 
Engel, Mich. Murray, Wis. Smith, Kans. 
Gillette Nixon Smith, Ohio 
Gore Norblad Staggers 
Gregory Norton Van Zandt 
Hall, O'Konski Werdel 

Edwin Arthur Pace Whitaker 
Hebert Pfeifer, White, Idaho 
Hoffman, Mich. Joseph L. Wier 
Holifield Pfeiffer, Williams 
Johnson William L. Withrow 
Judd Phillips, Tenn. Yates 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The . Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Mr. Roosevelt for, with Mr. William L. 

Pfeiffer against. 
Mr. Klein for, with Mr. Gillette against. 
Mr. Celler for, with Mr. Hoffman of Michl':" 

gan against. 
Mr. Whitaker for, with Mr. Hugh D. Scott, 

Jr., against. 
Mr. Crook for, with Mr. Macy against. 
Mr. Yates for, with Mr. Latham against. 
Mr. Morrison for, with Mr. McMillen of 

Illinois against. 
Mr. Sabath for, with Mr. Williams against. 
Mr. Morgan for, with Mr. Martin of Iowa 

against. 
Mr. deGraffenried for, with Mr. Rivers 

against. 
Mr. Case of New Jersey for, with Mr. Mason 

against. 
Mr. Holifield for, with Mrs. St. George 

against . 
Mr. Miller of California for, with Mr. Eaton 

against. 
Mr. Staggers for, with Mr. McCulloch 

against. 
Mr. Sadowski for, with Mr. Smith of Ohio 

against. 
Mr. Dingell for, with Mr. Werdel against. 
Mr. Buckley of New York for, with Mr. 

Plumley against. 

Additional general pairs: 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Engel of Michigan. 
Mr. Gregory with Mr. Nixon. 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Murray of Wiscon-

sin. 
Mr. Pace with Mr. Angell. 
Mr. Larcade with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr. Wier with Mr. Withrow. 
Mr. Quinn with Mr. Van Zandt. 
Mr. Barden with Mr. Smith of Kansas. 
Mr. Joseph L. Pfeifer with Mr. Norblad. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. O 'Konski. 
Mr. Regan with Mr. Johnson. 
Mr. Gore with Mr. Kearney. 
Mr. McMillan of South Carolina with Mr. ' 

Judd. 
Mr. Dawson with Mr. Keefe. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Barrett of Wyoming. 
Mr. Smathers with Mr. Blackney. 
Mr. Sheppard with Mr. Case of Soutt1\ 

Dakota. j 
Mr. Durham with Mr. Phillips of Tennessee. 
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Mr. BATTLE changed his vote from 
"nay" to "yea." 

Mr. CASE of New Jersey. Mr. Speak
er, I have a live pair with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MAsoNJ. If present, 
he would have voted "nay." I would 
have voted "yea." I therefore answer 
"present." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Mr. Carrell, one of its clerks, an
nounced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment a joint resolution of 
the House of the following title: 

H.J. Res. 385. Joint resolution to provide 
for the acceptance on behalf of the United 
States of a memorial plaque to the memory 
of · Stephen Collins Foster, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the reports of the com
mittees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to bills of the House 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 7302. An act to amend the act · of 
July 14, 1943, relating to the establishment 
of the George Washington Carver National 
Monument, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 8028. An act to· authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to dispose of the remain
ing Government lots in the town site of 
St. Marks, Fla. 

CITATION OF WILLIAM L. PATI'ERSON 
FOR CONTEMPT OF CONGRESS 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I sub
mit a privileged report <No. 3025) from 
the House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
R EPORT CITING WILLIAM L. PATTERSON 
The Select Committee on Lobbying Ac-

tivities, created by the House of Represen:. 
tatives under House Resolution 298 of the 
Eighty-first Congress, was authorized and 
directed to conduct a study and investiga
tion of " ( 1) all lobbying activities intended 
to influence, encourage, promote, or retard 
legislation; and (2) all activities of the agen
cies of the Federal Government intended to 
influence, encourage, promote, or retard leg
islation." 

The Civi! Rights Congress, an unin
corporated association, with offices at 205 
East Forty-second Street, New York City, 
N. Y., registered and filed reports under the 
Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act during 
the years 1946, 1947, and 1948. 

Since 1946 the Civil Rights Congress has 
advocated or- opposed many national legisla
tive proposals and has succeeded in estab• 
lishing chapters in many of the larger cities. 

William L. Patterson is the national execu
tive secretary. 

The chairman of the Select Committee on 
Lobbying Activities issued and caused to be 
served a subpena duces tecum on said Wil
liam L. Patterson, directing him to be and ap
pear before the said Select Committee on 
Lobbying Activities on August 3, 1950, at 
10 a. m. · 

The subpena called for the production of 
documents relating to (a) the organization 
and finance of the Civil Rights Congress, and 
(tJ) the activities of the Civil Rights Con
gress, its members, officers, directors, rep,. 
resentatives, agents, and employees pertain
ing to legislation. 

The said William L. Patterson, pursuant to 
said subpena and in compliance therewith, 
appeared before the said committee but 
failed and refused to answer certain ques
tions and failed and refused to produce cer
tain records called for in the subpena duces 
tecum and as a result of such failure and 
refusal, the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities was deprived from receiving infor
mation concerning a matter committed to 
said committee. Tlle record of the proceed
ings before the Select Committee on Lobby
ing Activities held on Thursday, August 3, 
1950, during which the said William L. Pat
terson refused to furnish certain material 
pertinent to subject under inquiry, is set 
forth in part as follows: 

·"CIVIL RIGHTS CONGRESS (H. REs: 298) 
"HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

"HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON LOBBYING ACTIVITIES, 

"Washington, D. C., 
Thursday, August 3, 1950. 

"The select committee met, pursuant to 
call, at 10:45 a. m., in the caucus room, 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Frank Bu
chanan (chairman) presiding. 

"Present: Representatives BUCHANAN 
(chairman)' . LANHAM, ALBERT, DOYLE, HAL
LECK, and BROWN of Ohio. 

"Also present: Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., 
committee counsel. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come 
to order. 

"The House Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities has this morning the Civil Rights 
Congress and their executive secretary, Mr. 
William L. Patterson. 

"Will you be sworn, Mr. Patterson? 
"Do you solemnly swear that the state

ments you make before this committee will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God, until the last 
great day? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Proceed, counsel. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Please state your name 

and address. 
"Mr. DoYLE. Will the record show it is a. 

quarter of 11 and we convene at 10 o'cloc~. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Note that in the ·record. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Also that there is a quo

rum present. 
"Please state your full name and address, 

Mr. Patterson. 
"TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM L. PATTERSON, NA• 

TIONAL EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, CIVIL RIGHTS 
CONGRESS 
"Mr. PATTERSON. Before doing that, I would 

like to apologize to the committee for being 
late. I took a. plane, 6: 53 Eastern, that was 
due to arrive here at 8:46, and it arrived 
here at a quarter after 10, so that the late
ness is not a matte:· of discourtesy at all to 
the committee. 

"My name is William L. Patterson. 
''Mr . FITZGERALD. And your address? 
"Mr. PATTERSON .. My address is 409 Edge

comb Avenue, New York City. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. What is your official con

nection with the Civil Rights Congress? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. I am the national execu

tive secretary of the Civil Rights Congress. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. And is that an incor

porated organization? 
"Mr. PATTERS~N. It is not an incorporated 

organization. 
"Mr. FITzGERALD. Has it filed a business 

certificate? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. It filed a certificate of 

doing business; yes. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it an unincorporated 

association? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. It is an unincorporated 

association. 
"Mr., FITZGERALD. And where are its offices 

located? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. The offices are located at 

205 East Forty-second Street, New York City. 

"Mr. HALLECK. Although your organization 
has taken a· definite position .in respect to 
many matters that have been pending before 
the Congress are we to understand from 
what you say that you have not done any
thing to implem~nt those positions that you 
have taken? -

"Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; in certain instances 
we have, but the Lobbying Act--

"Mr. HALLECK. Well, as a matter of fact I 
know of my own observations, I think, that 
your organization has been very vocal and 
active in connection with the matter of leg. 
islation pending in the Congress. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Have they not had hordes 
of people coming down here? 

"Mr. HALLECK. Oh, yes. Is it not true, Mr. 
Patterson--

" Mr. FITZGERALD. Mass trips? 
"Mr. HALLECK. That you and your or

ganization and members of your organization 
have in an organized manner visited and 
talked to the Congressmen and Senators in 
respect to legislation? 

"Mr. PATTERSok Correct. 
"Mr. HALLECK. And have you not done that 

with the purpose of trying to influence either 
the enactment or the defeat of legislation? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 
"Mr. HALLECK. And those activities have 

been directed at either bringing about the 
passage of legislation or the defeat of legis
lation, ls that not true? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I would say that was true. 

"The CHAIRMAN. We have asked you to 
turn over certain records to the committee, 
is that not a fact,. Mr. Patterson? 

"Mr. PA'M'ERSON. That is a fact. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Have you turned them 

over to the committee? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. I have not. I have 

brought some of the material here. 
"The CHAIRMAN. Will you turn that ma

terial over to the committee? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. If you mean will I turn 

over all of the material asked for in the 32 
demands that have been propounded here, 
the answer is, 'I will not.' 

"The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Patterson, are you 
now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party? ' 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I refuse to answer that 
question. It is in violation of my constitu
tional rights.'' 

• • • • 
Thereafter, on August 3, 1950, the chairman 

of the Select Committee on Lobbying Ac
tivities issued and caused to be served a 
second subpena duces tecum on said William 
L. Patterson, directing him to be and appear 
before the said Select Committee on Lobby
ing Activities on August 4, 1950, at 10 a. m. 
and to bring with him the same documents 
identified in the first subpena. 

The subpena duces tecum served upon 
William L. ·patterson is set forth in words 
a'nd figures below: · 

The said subpena duces tecum was served 
on William L. Patterson by Ben-diet F. Fitz
Gerald, counsel for the Select Committee on 
Lobbying Activities. The return of the serv
ice of the subpena, endorsed thereon, is set 
forth in words and figures as follows: 
"BY AUTHORITY OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA· 

TIVES OF THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA 

"To BENEDICT F. FITZGERALD, Jr.: 
"You are hereby commanded to summon 

William L. Patterson, executive secretary of 
the Civil Rights Congress, 205 East Forty
second Street, New York, N. Y., to be and 
appear before the Select Committee on Lob
bying Activities of the House of Representa
tives of the United States, of which the Hon
orable FRANK BUCHANAN is chairman, and 
to bring with him the following documents 
in his· custody: (See attachment) relating 
to (a) the organization and finances of the 
Civil Rights Congress, and (b) the activities 
of the Civil Rights Congress, its members, 
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officers, directors, representatives, agents, 
and employees pertaining to legislation, in 
their chamber, room 362, Old House Office 
Building, in the city of Washington, on Fri
day, August 4, 1950, at the hour of 10 a . m., 
then and there to testify touching matters 
of inquiry committed to said committee; and 
he is not to depart without leave of said 
committee. 

"Herein fail not, and make return of this 
summons. 

"Witness my hand and the seal of the 
House of Representatives of the United States, 
at the city of Washington, this 3d day of 
August 1950. 

"FRANK BUCHANAN, Chairman. 
"Attest: 

"RALPH R. ROBERTS, Clerk." 
"Subpena for ____________________________ _ 
'·B~fore the Committee on the _____________ _ 

"Served the undersigned Benedict F. Fitz
Gerald, made service upon William L. Patter
son, by serving a copy of this subpena, 
together with an attachment, to the said 
William L. Patterson, on August 3, 1950, at 
11: 15 a. m .. in room 362, House of Repre
sentatives Office Building, Washington, D'." C. 

"BENEDICT F. FITZGERALD, Jr. 
"WM. EARL GRIFFIN, Clerk. 

"Attachment 
"l. Articles of incorporation and certifi

c:;ite of incorporation of the Civil ·Rights 
·congress, hereinafter referred to as the CRC; 
or other charters, ·articles, or certificates of 
association if unincorporated, or certificates 
to do business, etc.; and all amendments to 
any such documents. 

"2. Such records as show the name, address, 
and title of each of the officers and directors 
of the CRC for each year from January 1, 
1917, to date. 

"3. All minutes and records of proceedings, 
including all motions made and resolutions 
offered, and the action taken thereon, at all 
meetings of (A) the board of directors, (B) 
the members, (C) the executive committee, 
(D) any other committee of the CRC from 
January 1, 1947, to date, relating in any way 
to-

" (a) Any legislation 1 proposed or pending 
in the Congress of the United States; 

"(b) Attempts or plans to influence such 
legislation, either directly or indirectly; 

" ( c) Studies made of proposed or pending 
legislation." 

"4. Each annual report of the CRC from 
January 1, 1947, to date, or a copy thereof 
where the original is not available, together 
with a copy of all reports made by any 
officer, agent, representative, committee, or 
department of the CRC, from January 1, 
1947, to date, relating in any way to the 
matters set forth in subparagraphs (a), (b), 
and (c) of paragraph 3 above. 

"5. Each publication, circular, letter, mem
orandum, pamphlet, bulletin, etc., or copies 
thereof where the originals are not avail
able, issued by the CRC or any committee or 
department thereof, from January 1, 1947, to 
date, relating in any way to the matters set 
forth in subparagraphs (a), (b). and (c) of 
paragraph 3 above. 

"6. All correspondence 2 between the CRC, 
or any of its officers, representatives, agents, 
or employees and members of the CRC, their 

1 The term "legislation" as here and 
hereinafter used throughout this subpena 
means bills, resolutions, amendments, nom
inations, and other matters pending or pro
posed in either House of Congress, and in
cludes any other matter which may be the 
subject of action by either House. 

2 The term "correspondence" as here and 
hereinafter used throughout this subpena 
means letters, telegrams, memoranda, pam
phlets, bulletins, circulars, and other printed 
or duplicated matter, and transcripts or 
memoranda of telephone conversations; and 
the term includes copies of such documents 
where original documents are not available. 

officers, representatives, agents, or employees 
from January 1, 1947, to date, relating in any 
way to the m atters set forth in subparagraphs 
(a), (b), and (c) of paragraph 3 above. 

"7. All interoffice correspondence between 
any two or more officers, representatives, 
agents, or employees of the CRC from Janu
ary l, 1947, to date, relating in any way to 
the matters set forth in subparagraphs (a), 
(b), and (c) of paragraph 3 above. 

"8. All correspondence between the CRC, 
or any of its officers, representatives, agents, 
or employees, and any other person 3 from 
January 1, 1947, to date, relating in any 
way to the matters set forth in subpara
graphs (a), (b), and (c) of paragraph 3 
above; 

"9. All correspondence between · members 
of the CRC, their officers, r6presentatives, 
agents, or employees, and any other persons, 
from January 1, 1947, to date, relating in any 
way to the matters set forth in subpara
graphs (a), (b), and (c) of paragraph 3 
above. 

"10. All correspondence between any re
gional, State, or local units or affiliates of 
the CRC, or officers, representatives, agents, 
or employees of such units or affiliates and 
any other persons, from January 1, 1947, 
to date relating in any way to the matters 
set forth in subparagraphs (a), (b), and 
(c) of paragraph 3 above. 

"11. All correspondence between the CRC, 
or any of its officers, representatives, agents, 
or employees, and Members of the Congress 
of the United States or their employees. from 
January 1, 1947, to date, relating in any way 
to the matters set forth in subparagraphs 
(a), (b), and (c) of paragraph 3 above. · 

"12. All -press release, articles, or other 
informational material or copies thereof 
where · the originals are not available, pre
pared by the CRC or any of its officers, repre
sentatives, agents, or employess, for submis
sion to any newspaper, magazine, periodical, 
radio or tele.vision station or network, radio 
or television writer, announcer or ·commen
tator, from January 1, ·1947, to date, relating 
to the matters set forth in subparagraphs 
(a), (b), and (c) of paragraph 3 above. 

"13. All statements, or copies thereof 
where the originals are not available, from 
January 1, 1947, to date, prepared by any 
officer, representative, agent, or employee of 
the CRC for submission to any committee of 
the Congress of the United States by any 
person. 

"14. Such records as show the name of 
each officer, representative, agent, or em
ployee of the CRC who has assisted in the 
preparation of each such statement. 

"15. Such records as show the name and 
affiliation of each person submitting each 
such statement, to a committee of the Con
gress of the United States. 

"16. Such records as show the date each 
such statement was submitted, together with 
the name of the committee to which the 
statement was submitted. 

"17. Such records as show the title and 
bill number of all bills, resolutions, and other 
legislative proposals prepared in whole or in 
part by any officer, representative, agent, or 
employee of the CRC or prepared by any other 
person at the behest of the CRC, or whose 
preparation was arranged by the CRC, from 
January 1, 1947, to date, together with such 
records as show the disposition of each such 
bill, resolution, or other legislative proposal. 

"18. Such records as show the name of 
each officer, representative, agent, or em
ployee of the C'RC, who has assisted in the 
preparation of each such bill, resolution, or 
other legislative proposal. 

a The term "person" as here and herein
after used throughout this subpena includes 
an individual, partnership, committee, asso
ciation, corporation, and any other organiza
tion or group of persons. 

"19. All correspondence relating in any 
way to each such bill, resolution, or other 
legislative proposal. 

"20. Books of account, audits, canceled 
checlts, deposit slips, receipts, and other sup
porting documents which show the receipts 
and EJxpenditures of the CRC from January 
1, 1947, to date. 

"21. Such of the records of the CRC which 
indicate the name and address of each per
son from whom a total of $500 or more has 
bEJen received in the 43-month period from 
January 1, 1947, to date, for any purpose, 
including but not limited to, receipts in the 
following categories:-

" (a) Money received from the sale of 
books, pamphlets, and other literature. 

"{b) Contributions. 
"22. Such of the rncords of the CRC which 

indicate, as to each such person referred to 
in paragraph 21, the amount, date, and pur
pose of each payment which formed a part 
of the total of $500 or mor'. 

"23. Such of the records of the CRC which 
show all receipts and expenditures of the 
CRC in relation to the borrowing, lending, 
or renting of mailing lists to or by the CRC. 

"24. Such of the records of the CRC which 
show the number of mailing lists of the CRC, 
the identity of each type of mailing list, and 
the number of names on each type of mailing 
list. 

"25. All correspondence which relates to 
the lending or renting of mailing lists by the 
CRC to other persons. 

''.26. All correspondence relating to mail
ing lists bo1::rowed or rented by the CRC 
from other persons. 

"27. Such records of the CRC as indicate 
receipts and expenditures in relation to the 
distribution of any material under the frank 
of any Member of the Congress of the United 
States, and all correspondence relating in 
any way to any such distribution. 

"28. Such records, from January 1, 1947, 
to date, which show the name of each officer 
or employee of the CRC receiving a salary 
in excess of $5,000 per annum. 

"29. All contracts, me.moranda of agree
ments, and other records showing or defining 
the duties and terms of employment of each 
such officer and employee. 

"30. Books of account, canceled checks, 
and vouchers showing for the period from 
January 1, 1947, to date, all receipts of and 
expenditures by Milton Kaufman, Joseph 
Cadden, Thomas G. Buchanan, Jr., Len Gold
smith, William L. Patterson, George Mar
shall, Miranda Smith, and Charles A. 
Doyle, relating to their activities on . behalf 
of the CRC. 

"31. Such of the records of the CRC which 
indicate the names and addresses of all 
banks, trust companies, or other financial 
institutions with which the CRC or Milton 
Kaufman, Joseph Cadden, Thomas G. 
Buchanan, Jr., Len Goldsmith, William L. 
Patterson, George Marshall, Miranda Smith, 
and Charles A. Doyle have accounts, or 
through which the CRC or Milton Kaufman, 
Joseph Cadden, Thomas G. Buchanan, Jr., 
Len Goldsmith, William L. Patterson, George 
Marshall, Miranda Smith, and Charles A. 
Doyle transact financial business together 
with a description of the nature of the ac
counts maintained and the dates during 
which the accounts were maintained, from 
January 1, 1947, to date. 

"32. All correspondence, all records of re
ceipts and disbursements of money (in
cluding but not limited to _canceled checks, 
receipts, and deposit slips), and all other 
records of the CRC relating to each conven
tion, rally, protest meeting, assembly, 
"march on Washington," group train or bus 
trip or caravan to Washington, or legislative 
conference relating in any way to the mat
ters set forth in subparagraphs (a), (b), 
and (c) of paragraph 3 above, which was 
sponsored by or held at the behest of the 
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CRC or in which the CRC participated in 
any manner." 

Pursuant to said subpena, William L. Pat
terson appeared before the Select Commit
tee on Lobbying Activities on August 4, 1950, 
but failed and refused to produce certain 
records called for in the subpena duces 
tecum, and as a result of such refusal the 
Select Committee on Lobbying Activities 
was again deprived from receiving informa
tion concerning a matter committed to said 
committee. The record of the proceedings 
before the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities held on Friday, August 4, 1950, 
during which the said William L. Patterson 
refused to furnish certain material pertinent 
to the subject under inquiry, is set forth in 
part as follows: 

"HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
"HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON LOBBYING ACTIVITIES, 
"Washington, D. C., 

"Friday, August 4, 1950. 
"The select committee met, pursuant to 

adjournment, at 10 :02 a. m., in the caucus 
room, Old House Office Building, Hon. HEN
DERSON LANHAM presiding. 

"Present: Representatives LANHAM (pre
siding). ALBERT, and DOYLE. 

"Also present: Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., 
committee counsel. William L. Patterson, 
national executive secretary, Civil Rights 
Congress. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Because the House meets 
at 10 this morning and a quorum call has 
already been requested and is in progress, 
the meeting wilI be adjourned until 11 this 
morning when we will be back. 

"(Whereupon, the committee recessed at 
10:03 a. m., and reconvened at 11:12 a . m.) 

"(Present: Represen ta ti ves LANHAM (pre
siding). ALBERT, DOYLE, and O'HARA of Minne
sota). 

"Mr. LANHAM. The committee will come to 
order. 

"Mr. Clerk, do you know where the witness 
is? 

"Mr. GRIFFIN. I will try to locate him, sir. 
I haven't been able to as yet. 

"Mr. LANHAM. See 1f the officers can locate 
him and ask him to come in. We will wait 
a few minutes, otherwise we will ask the 
clerk to draw a citation for contempt. 

"Let it be noted that a quorum is present 
at 11: 15. Those present are DOYLE, ALBERT, 
LANHAM, and O'HARA of Minnesota. 

"(Recess: 11:15-11:25 a. m.) 
"Mr. LANHAM. The committee will be in 

order. 
"TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM L. PATTERSON, NATION• 

AL EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, CIVIL RIGHTS CON• 
GRESS-RESUMED 
"Mr. LANHAM. Did the witness misunder

stand the time of the hearing? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. I find myself in the un

fortunate position of having to make another 
apology. I saw the chairman of the com
mittee, and I was watching from the gallery 
of the House, and not understanding proce
dure I thought the chairman absent, 
why--

"Mr. LANHAM. Well, the chairman 1s a 
member of the committee that is guiding the 
bill through the House that they have been 
discussing and that accounts for his absence. 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I regret my absence. 
"Mr. LANHAM, Would the witness pro-

ceed? 
"Mr. Counsel, do you have any questions? 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
"Mr. Chairman, at this time I think we 

want to introduce into evidence the sub
pena--

"Mr. LANHAM. Let me swear the witness 
first, please. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
"Mr. LANHAM. Hold up your right hand. 
"Do you solemnly swear that the evidence 

you shall give the committee wm be the 

truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I do. 
"Mr. LANHAM. Mr. FitzGerald. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Yesterday when we ad

journed we were discussing the subpena that 
had been served upon the witness, Mr. Chair
man, and today I want to introduce into 
evidence a copy of a subpena duces tecum 
dated August 3, 1950, which was served 
yesterday, commanding William L. Patterson, 
executive secretary of the Civil Rights Con
gress, 205 East Forty-second Street, New York, 
N. Y., to appear before this committee today 
and instructing him to bring with him 
documents mentioned in the attachment 
accompanying that supena. Thirty-two pro
visions are contained in that attachment. 

"I would like to make that a part of the 
record. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Without objection it will be 
admitted." 

(The subpena and attachment referred 
to has been set forth above.) 

• • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. For the record, Mr. 

Chairman, the subpena that I have intro:. 
duced is a new subpena which was served 
yesterday, and from my study of it it is 
perfectly in order. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Was it served upon the 
witness as the representative of the Civil 
Rights Congress? 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Precisely. It was served 
by me in the company of Earl Griffin, clerk of 
our committee and the return made on the 
reverse side thereof so designates. 

"Mr. LANHAM. All right, proceed. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, l\11'. Patterson, I 

direct your attention to this subpena which 
has just been introduced into evidence, and 
I want you to examine it and tell me whether 
or not that is an exact copy of the one that 
you have in your hand. 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I find it to be so. I find 
1t to be so. I am satisfied that it is so, 
rather; I haven't examined it. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. You are now before the 
committee, the House Lobbying Committee, 
which is mentioned in that subpena? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. That is my understand
ing. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. And I direct your atten
tion to the attachment of the subpena now. 
I just mentioned that there are 32 provisions 
in that attachment. 

• 
"Mr. LANHAM. Will you state which you 

will not supply and which you will? 
"Mr. PA'ITERSON. I will not supply any 

account, any list, of those who have given 
material support to the organization. 

"Mr. DOYLE. May I ask a question, please? 
"When you got this subpena, did you look 

to see what material you had in the files 
that was referred to in the subpena? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. To a certain degree, yes. 
"Mr. DOYLE. To how far a degree? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. To a very large degree. 
"Mr. DOYLE. Did you bring it with you? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. I did not. 
"Mr. DOYLE. Why didn't you? 
"Mr. PATrERSON. Because I didn't regard 

this organization as a lobbying organization, 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Now paragraph 20 in the 
attachment to the subpena mentions all the 
"books of account, audits, canceled checks, 
deposit slips, receipts, and other supporting 
documents which show the receipts and ex
penditures of the Civil Rights Congress from 
January 1, 1947, to date." 

"What about those items? Have you 
brought them with you this morning? 

"Mr. PATrERSON. I have not brought it this 
morning. I will not bring it any morning. 
You have subpenaed that from the bank with 
which I deal, and insofar as you have in your 
possession those bank accounts, so far as I 

am concerned, you wlll be limited to that. 
And I say that for this reason--

"Mr. LANHAM. Never mind your reason. 
Go ahead with something else. 

"Mr. PATTERSON. Just a moment. I am not 
refusing questions categorically--

"Mr. LANHAM. You have refused to do it. 
We have not time to listen to a long tirade. 

"Mr. PATI'ERSON. I am not trying to intro
duce any tirades here. 

"Mr. LANHAM. Please answer the question 
and confine yourself to the direct answer to 
the question. 

• • • 
"Mr. PATrERSON. Such as is kept there, pur

suant to the law we have, I have-may I 
phrase it this way: If there is such material 
and I do not regard it as having anything to 
do with lobbying, I will take that question to 
the Supreme Court before I will furnish it 
to this committee. I want that clearly 
understood. I am not going to be a party 
to the terrorization of anybody. 

• • • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Passing on to Item 21, 

which also deals with financial records, do 
you have that in front of you? Do you pro
pose to furnish the committee with that 
material? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I do not. 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. With regard to item 22, 

do you propose to furnish the material with 
that-financial material is also included in 
22? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I think that should be 
read, 21 and 22, so that my position is set 
forth clearly. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. All right, you may read it. 
"Mr. PATrERSON. It says in 21: 'Such of the 

records of the CRC which indicate the name 
and address of each person from whom a 
total of $500 or more has been received in the 
43-month period from January 1, 1947, to 
date, for any purpose, including, but not lim
ited to, receipts in the following categories: 

"'(a) Money received from the sale of 
books, pamphlets, and other literature; 

"' (b) Contributions.' 
"Now, I would say this: With relation to 

any moneys received from the sale of books, 
pamphlets, or other literature, I would not 
at all be adverse if I have such records to 
furnishing them to this committee. 

"With reference to (b), the question of 
contributions, I shall not furnish this com
mittee with such. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. All right. Passing on to 
22, you may read that. 

"Mr. PATTERSON (reading): 'Such of the 
records of the CRC which indicate, as to each 
such person referred to in paragraph 21, the 
amount, date, and purpose of each payment 
which formed a part of the total of $500 or 
more.' 

"With relation to (a) of 22, I am not ad
verse to what records I have, to furni::hing 
them. With relation to (b) of 22, I would 
give you the same answer. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. That is, you wm not? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. And for the same reason, 

which I want specified here clearly. 
"Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. I think that 

should be plain which way he means it
whether he will or will not furnish it. I do 
not understand, Mr. Patterson, myself that 
you would not furnish it. 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I would not furnish these 
amounts. 

"Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. With reference 
to (b) of 21? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. With reference to (b), 
that is, contributions. 

"Mr. ALBERT. For contributions under 22? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. That is what I said. 

• • • 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. Item No. 24, which is the 

next one, deals wi~h what Mr. DOYLE has just 
described-mailing lists. [Reading:) 'Such . 
of the records of the Civil Rights Congress 
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which show the number of malling lists .of 
the Civil Rights Congress, the identity of 
each type of mailing list, and the number 
of names on each type of mailing list.' 

"Do you propose to furnish the committee 
with that material? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I propose to furnish no 
committee with the identity of individuals 
who can be pursued by virtue of the fact 
that our organization has been declared to 
be subversive, which it is not. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Passing on to No. 25-
"Mr. LANHAM. Being declared by whom? 

The Attorney General? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. That is right. 

"Mr. FITzGERALD. Passing on to No. 30, will 
you read that, please? 

"Mr. PATTERSON (reading): 'Books of ac
count, canceled checks, and vouchers show
ing, for the period from January 1, 1947, to 
date, all receipts of and expenditures by 
Milton Kaufman, Joseph Cadden, Thomas G. 
Buchanan, Jr., Len Goldsmith, William L. 
Patterson, George Marshall, Miranda Smith, 
and Charles A. Doyle, relating to their activi
ties on behalf of the CRC.' 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Do you propose to fur
nish that material to this committee? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. There wouldn't be any in 
existence save that which comes within com
pliance with the law, which might be for 2 
years. . 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Do you propose to furnish 
the material that is in existence as you have 
just mentioned? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I do not. 
"Mr. LANHAM. You refuse to furnish it? 
"Mr. PATTERSON. I ·refuse. 

• 
"Mr. FITZGERALD. And would you identify 

the contributors to organization in the last 
year? . 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I might answer that ques
tion if someone asked me did so-and-so con
tribute. But as far as having in my memory 
a list of the contributors, I haven't it. 

"Mr. FITZGERALD. You mean you can't list 
one contributor to your organization during 
the last year? 

"Mr.. LANHAM. Well, you have a list in your 
office, I take it? 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I think that comes within 
the purview of the question that I said I 
have no intention of answering. 

"Mr. LANHAM. If you refuse to answer, just 
tell us. 

"Mr. PATTERSON. I don't say I refuse to 
answer here. I say as far as my memory is 
concerned, I say. I refuse to answer as far 
as furnishing a list is concerned. As far as 
,;r:iy memory is concerned, I have no recol
lection. 

• 
"Mr. FrrzGERALD. In view of the witness' 

refusal, Mr. Chairman, to give us evidence as 
to his contributors, I respectfully suggest 
that we adjourn at this time. I am unable 
to continue without that information, and 
I think that the witness is in contempt of this 
committee for refusing to answer that ques
tion and certain others, and I respectfully 
suggest that you adjourn because of that. 

"In closing I want to point out that in the 
history of this committee we have only had 
two other individuals who have taken a 
similar position. I refer to Edward A. 
Rumely, executive secretary of the Commit
tee for Constitutional Government, Inc., and 
Mr. Joseph Kamp, executive vice chairman 
of the Constitutional Education League. 
Both seem to share the identical philosophy 
of this individual insofar as refusing to give 
their lists of contributions. Apparently, the 
activities of these three organizations are in 
accord with a desire to go underground. I 
hesitate to recommend that you give further 
time to such individuals, particularly in view 
of the pressing war and economic problems 

which no.w confront you, and no doubt are 
calling you on the floor of Congress at this 
very moment. 

"Mr. LANHAM. The committee will stand 
adjourned. 

"(Whereupon, at 12:40 p. m., the select 
committee adjourned.)" 

Because of the foregoing the said Select 
Committee on Lobbying Activities was de
prived of answers to pertinent questions pro
pounded to said William L. Patterson relative 
to the subject matter which under House 
Resolution 298 of the Eighty-first Congress 
the said Select Committee on Lobbying Activ
ities ·was directed to investigate and the 
refusal of William L. _Patterson to furnish 
the information in response to the subpena 
duces tecum hereinabove set forth, or in re
sponse to questions addressed to him under 
oath before a quorum of the Select Com
mittee on Lobbying Activities during Wil
liam L. Patterson's voluntary appearances 
before said Committee on Lobbying Activities 
deprived the Select Committee on Lobbying 
Activities of necessary and pertinent infor
mation and places said · witness William L. 
Patterson in contempt of the House of Rep
resentatives of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (interrupting the 
reading of the report). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that further 
reading of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
reserving the right to object, I believe 
that the record of the hearing in this case 
is very, very important, and that the 
membership should give it some atten
tion. I am therefore constrained to ob
ject. The purpose is not to be dilatory 
I may say to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania, but I want the Members to hear 
what is in the report. · 

The Clerk continued reading the re
port. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I pre
sent a privileged resolution <H. Res. 835). 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of 

Representatives certify the report of the 
Select Committee on Lobbying Activities as 
to the refusal of William L. Patterson to an
swer questions and produce documents before 
the said Select Committee on Lobbying Ac
tivities, together with all of the facts in con
nection therewith, under seal of the House of 
Representatives, to the United States attor
ney for the District of Columbia, to the end 
that the said William L. Patterson may be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
provided by law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. DOYLE]. 
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE ARE ENTITLED TO A 

PRESUMPTION OF REGULARITY AND THEIR RE• 
PORTS OF FAIRNESS AND JUSTIFICATION 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, instead of 
going into a discussion of ideologies as 
far as my presentation of this proposed 
citation is concerned, I think I will just 
stick to the printed record and let that 
record speak for itself, with this obser
vation, however, I could not help but 
note that my distinguished colleague, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HALLECK], 
in the very first six words he spoke, said: 
"This thing is largely a legal matter." 
So I am glad the House voted the last 
citation, because if the gentleman from 
Indiana is correct, and I believe he is, I 

hope it will get to the United States Su
preme Court as soon as possible in order 
that this question of the jurisdiction of 
a committee of the House of Represent
atives in such matters as are in contro
versy in the case of this citation asked 
for against Mr. Rumely can be fairly 
determined by the highest court in the 
land. 

I have the duty of presenting the pro
posed citation directed against William 
L. Patterson, the head of the Civil Rights 
Congress. The record will show that the 
Lobbying Committee agreed to take a 
sample out of the many we studied of 
the right and the left, in common par
lance. We could not possibly take time 
for more. The extreme right was the 
Committee for Constitutional Govern
ment, the director of which, Dr. Rumely, 
we just cited; the extreme left for the 
purpose of taking the sampling as to 
methods used to lobby and other matters 
within the jurisdiction and purview of 
House Resolution 298 and not because 
we thought they were any worse than 
anyone else, but because we thought 
their lobbying activities were typical of 
the methods and means used by those 
on the right or on the left, whichever 
the case may be. That is why we are 
asking you to cite Mr. Patterson in this 
case. It is regrettable time to debate is 
so short. 

Because I realize that many Members 
of this House have not recently read 
House Resolution 298, passed by this 
House August 12, 1949, I present its text 
to you, to wit: 

Resolved, That there is hereby created a 
Select Committee on Lobbying Activities to 
be composed of seven Members of the House 
of Representatives to be appointed by the 
Speaker, one of whom he shall designate as 
chairman. Any vacancy occurring in the 
membership of the committee shall be filled 
in the manner in which the original appoint
ment was made. 

The committee is authorized and directed 
to conduct a study and investigation of (1) 
all lobbying activities intended to influence, 
encourage, promote, or retard legislation; 
and (2) all activities of agencies of the Fed
eral Government intended to influence, en
courage, promote, or retard legislation. 

The committee may from time to time 
submit to the House such preliminary reports 
as it deems advisable; and prior to the close 
of the present Congress shall submit to the 
House its final report on the results of its 
study and investigation, together with such 
recommendations as it deems advisable. Any 
report submitted when the House is not in 
session may be filed with the Clerk of the 
House. 

For the purposes of this resolution the 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is 
authorized to sit and act during the pres
ent Congress at such times and places, 
whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such 
hearings, to require the attendance of such 
witnesses and the production of such books, 
papers, and do"cuments, and to take such 
testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas 
may be issued under the signature of the 
chairman of the committee or any member 
designated by him, and may be served by any 
person designated by such chairman or mem
ber. The chairman of the committee or any 
member thereof may administer oaths to 
witnesses. 

And, because, by the nature of the 
questions asked me within the last 2 or 3 
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hours by Members of this busy House as 
to the text of the applicable sections and 
portions of the Regulation of Lobbying 
A.ct, being title III of the Legislative Re
organization Act of 1946, which became 
Public Law 601, passed by the Seventy
ninth Congress, of which I was a Mem
ber, I wish to say that section 304 and 
section 305, subdivision Ca) (1), pro
vides: 

RECEIPTS FOR CONTRIBUTIONS 
SEC. 304. Every individual who receives a 

contribution of $500 or more for any of 
the purposes hereinafter designated shall 
within 5 days after receipt thereof rendered 
to the person or organization for which such 
contribution was received a detailed account 
thereof, including the name and address of 
the person making such contribution and 
the date on which received. 
STATEMENTS TO BE FILED WITH CLERK OF HOUSE 

SEC. 305. (a) Every person receiving any 
contributions or expending any money for 
the purposes designated in subparagraph (a) 
or (b) of section 307 shall file with the Clerk 
between the first and tenth day Of each cal
endar quarter, a statement containing com
plete as of the day next preceding the date of 
filing- · 

( 1) the name and address of each person 
who has made a contribution of $500 or more 
not mentioned in the preceding report; ex
cept that the first report filed pursuant to 
this title shall contain the name and address 
of each person who has made any contribu
tion of $500 or more to such person since the 
effective date of this title; 

section 307 provides: 
PERSONS TO WHOM APPLICABLE 

SEC. 307. The provisions Of this title shall 
apply to any person (except a political com
mittee as defined in the Federal Corrupt 
Practices Act, and duly organized State or 
local committees of a political party), who 
by himself, or through aµy agent or em
ployee or other persons in any manner what
soever, directly or indirectly, solicits, ~ol
lects, or receives money or any other thmg 
of value to be used principally to aid, or the 
principal purpose of which person is to aid, 
ln the accomplishment of any of the follow
ing purposes: 

(a) The passage or defeat of any legisla
tion by the Congress of the United States. 

(b) To influence, directly or indirectly, the 
passage or defeat of any legislation by the 
Congress of the United States. 

And section 308 pro~ides: 
REGISTRATION WITH SECRETARY OF THE SENATE 

AND CLERK OF THE HOUSE 
SEC. 308. (a) Any person who shall engage 

himself for pay or for any consideration for 
the purpose of attempting to influence the 
passage or defeat of any legislation by the 
Congress of the United States shall, before 
doing anything in furtherance of such ob
ject, register with the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives and the S3cretary of the 
Senate and shall give to those officers in 
writing and under oath, his name and busi
ness address, the name and business address 
of the 'person by whom he is employed, and in 
whose interest he appears or works, the dura
tion of such employment, how much he is 
paid and is to receive, by whom he is paid 
or is to be paid, how much he is to be paid 
for expenses, and what expenses are to be 
included. Each such person so registering 
shall between the first and tenth day of 
each'calendar quarter, so long as his activity 
continues, file with the Clerk and Secretary 
a detailed report under oath of ·all money 
received and expended by him during the 
preceding calendar quarter in carrying on 
his work; to whom paid; for what purposes; 
and the names. of any papers, periodicals, 

magazl.nes, or other publications in which 
he has caased to be published any articles 
or editorials, and the proposed leglsiation 
he is em.ployed to support or oppose. The 
provisions of this section shall not apply to 
any_ person· who m~rely appears before a 
committee of the Congress of the United 
States in support or opposition to legisla
tion; nor to any public offtcial acting in his 
official capacity; nor in the case of any news
paper or other regularly published periodical 
(including any individual who owns, pub
lishes, or is employed by any such news
paper or periodical) which in the ordinary 
course of business publishes news items, edi
torials, or other comments, or paid adver
tisements, which directly or indirectly urge 
the passage or defeat of legislation, if such 
newspaper, periodical, or individual, engages 
in no further or other activities in connec
tion with the passage or defeat of such legis
lation, other than to appear before a com
mittee of the Congress of the United States 
in support of or in opposition to such legis
lation. 
· (b) All information required to be filed 
under the provisions of this section with 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
and the Secretary of the Senate shall be com
piled by said Clerk and Secretary, acting 
jointly, as soon as practicable after the close 
of the calendar quarter with respect to which 
such information is filed and shall be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Therefore, my colleagues, you will ob
serve the pertinency and materiality of 
the questions which were asked Dr. Rum
ely and which he refused to answer. 
Certainly, Mr. Speaker, it is imperative 
that the representatives of the American 
people know the source from which the 
money is had and received by which the 
legislation which Members of Congress 
are asked to enact or do enact is influ
enced, directly or indirectly. This is 
not a question of freedom of the press, 
.with all due respect to my distinguished 
colleagues, the gentleman from Ohio 
·[Mr. BROWN] and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MARTIN], both of 
whom are able newspaper ownus and 
editors. I declare that their appraise
ment of the freedom of the press being 
the issue is most unreasonable, un
founded and not according to the facts 
and issues in any of these three citations. 

And as long as my distinguished com
mittee colleague the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HALLECK] stated that "it 
was largely a legal question," why not 
let the Supreme Court of the United 
States decide the constitutional rights 
·of these parties concerned-where there 
is controversy over that question? 

But, may I make it crystal clear that 
I would not knowingly vote for any bill 
.or any citation or legislation in any form 
which I believed curbed the legal free-
· dom of the press. But our high courts 
have held that this freedom is not abso
lute. 

There are a few legal decisions which 
I wish to call to your attention at this 
point in my extemporaneous discussion. 
They are as follows: 

The freedoms guaranteed by the first 
amendment are not absolute; they may be 
the subject of governmental inquiry or con
trol in the interest of restraining abuses 
within the constitutional ambit of govern
mental activity. (American Communica
. tions Assn., CIO v. Douds, 339 U.S. 382; United, 
Public Workers v. Mitchell, -330 U. S. 75; Ko
vacs v. Cooper, 336 U.S. 77.) 

It is pertinent for a committee to inquire 
as to the finances of an organization which 
fndulges in activities which may be the sub
ject of legislation. (Marshall v. U.S., 176 F. 
2d 473; appeal pending; Kamp v. U.S., 176 F. 
2d 618, cert. den. May 1950.) 

Many years ago the Supreme Court indi
cated that Congress had broad powers of in
vestigation. In ICC v. Gooarich Transit Co., 
1912, 224 U. s. 194, that Court held that 
~· • • • requiring • • • information 
concerning a business is not regulation of 
that business • • •". and refused to 
confine investigation to activities which 
might be regulated. · · 

The power of Congress to investigate is cer
tainly as broad as the power wliich it may 
validly confer upon . an administrative offi
cial. In that field it has been held that the 
first amendment does not preclude a sub
pena by an administrative official requiring 
a newspaper to disclose the interstate dis
tribution of its paper, dissemination of its 
news, or the source of its advertising receipts. 
(Oklahoma Press Publishing Co. v. Walling, 
327 u. s. 186.) 

The obvious lack of merit in the Committee 
for Constitutional Government's basic con
tention is demonstrated by the cases holding 
that the first amendment does not immunize 
the prees from governmental controls ap
plicable to other types of business. (Okla
homa Press Publishing Co. v. Walling, 327 
U. S. 186; Associated Press v. Labor Board, 
301 U. S. 103; Associated Press v. United, 
States, 326 U. s." 1.) 

And, riow, back to this Patterson cita
tion. 
. I now call your attention to the Pat
terson report and I ask you to observe 
it carefully. I am reading from pages 
2 and 3 thereof: 

Mr. HALLECK. Although your organization 
has taken a definite position in respect to 
many matters that have bee:.i pending be
fore the Congress. Are we to understand 
from what you say that. you have not done 
anything to implement those positions that 
you have ta:ren? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; in certain instances 
we have, but the Lobbying Act-

Mr. HALLECK. Well, as a matter of fact I 
know of my own observations, I think, that 
your organization has b.een verr vocal and 
active in connection with the matter of leg
islation pending in the Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. Have they not had hordes of 
people coming down here? · 

Mr. HALLECK. Oh, yes. Is Jt not true, Mr. 
·Patterson--

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mass trips? 
Mr. HALLECK. That you and your organiza

'tion and members of your organization have 
in an organized manner visited . and talked 
to the Congressmen and Senators in respect 
to legislation? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Correct. 
Mr. HALLECK. And have you not done that 

with the purpose of trying to influence 
·either the enactment or the defeat of legis
lation? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 
Mr. HALLECK. And those activities have 

been directed at either bringing about the 
. passage of legislatio:::i or the defeat of legis-
· lation, is that not true? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would say that was true. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have asked you to turn 
over certain records to the committee, is 
that not a fact, Mr. Patterson? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is a fact. 
The CHAmMAN. Have yqu turned them over 

to the committee? 
Mr. PATTERSON. I have not. I have br01.:ght 

some of the material here . 
- The CHAmMAN. wm ·you turn that mate
rial over to the committee? 
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Mr. PATrERSON. If you mean wm I turn 

over all of the material asked for in the 32 
demands that have been propounded here, 
the answer is, "I will not." 

Mr. Speaker, I read from page 5, arti
cle 12: 

12. All press releases, articles, or other in
formational material or copies thereof where 
the originals are not available, prepared by 
the CRC or any of its officers, representatives, 
agents, or employees, for submission to any 
newspaper, magazine, periodical, radio or 
television station or network, radio or tele
vision writer, announcer or commentator, 
from January 1, 1947, to date, relating to the 
matters set forth in subparagraphs (a), (b), 
and (c) of paragraph 3 above. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to state to the 
House that some 32 items are listed here, 
that we demanded an. inspection of and 
presen~ation of under subpena duces 
tecum. None of this information was 
produced for the record. We believed 
and still believe that his refusal to pro
duce those records and that informa
tion to the lawful uses and purposes of 
your committee under House Resolution 
298, deprived the committee of material 
and necessary information, records, and 
data needed to efficiently and adequately 
make our study, our survey, our report, 
and any recommendation we might con
sider making to Congress. 

I think the record of the committee 
hearing in this Patterson matter speaks 
very clearly and loudly that Mr. Patter
son, in his own language, stated time 
and time again that he would not pro
duce the names of the contributors, and 
he would not produce these records 
which we asked for and which we were 
entitled to have him produce. 

I hope the Members of the House w111 
not vote for or against this citation on 
the ground that this man we are ask
ing you to cite happens to come from the 
extreme left. Do you get my point? I 
am asking the Members not to vote for 
or against this citation on the basis that 
this man happens to represent the ex
treme left in our judgment. Mr. Rume
ly, in my opinion, represented the ex
treme right. It seems to me that we 
ought to deal with this question on the 
basis of what the record speaks. You 
and I must not be prejudiced against 
this American citizen in this citation 
matter merely because we know him to 
be what is termed on the extreme left. 
That is not the issue in this case. Po
litical ideologies are not the test as to 
whether or not this citation should issue. 
I am sure you will agree with me that 
the record speaks very loudly and clear
ly this gentleman should be cited on the 
basis of the record for contempt of a 
committee of the Congress. 

I cannot refrain from making this 
observation of my own position on the 
committee that I have been privileged to 
serve. I have enjoyed my service. I have 
enjoyed the work of the committee; I 
have enjoyed the work of the distin
guished Members on the Republican side 
as well as those on the Democratic side. 
I wish to say to the Members of the 
House that I am satisfied, by and large, 
we have not been trying to catch any
body; we have not been trying to perse
cute anybody; we have not been trying to 
trap someone for the purpose of citing 
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them to the district attorney of the 
United States. I wish to say that I be
lieve the record of these hearings by the 
committee will show it is a fact this com
mittee work has been objective as con
trasted to being essentially partisan or 
petty or with small, puny motive. As to 
the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CoxJ, when the gen
tleman from · Massachusetts [Mr. 
MARTIN] graciously yielded to him, I wish 
to say that I have not known of any 
devious or any secret power and control 
of the committee or any member of the 
committee, and I hope that the gentle
man's remarks will not be appraised by 
any Member of this House as inferen
tially even suggesting that any Member 
of this House on this lobbying commit
tee has been the subject of some unseen 
or secret power. I believe fundamentally 
the House of Repr.esentatives should as 
far as possible uphold the arm of every 
committee which is legally constituted by 
the congress itself. The well-established 
presumption in law is that the function 
of committees of Congress is legal, that 
they take legal steps; that they do not 
violate the law. So I am glad to see the 
House of Representatives sustain its own 
committee. We should give our own 
committees the benefit of the doubt, if 
any doubt exists. 

Our highest courts have declared that 
a presumption of regularity and juris
diction exists in favor of a congressional 
committee in the performance of its 
congressional investigations. And, may 
I say to you gentlemen on the Republi
. can side of this House and any others 
who may be inclined to vote against this 
citation, why not take the word and ap
praisement of your own distinguished 
colleague, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HALLECI{] as basically correct, to
wit: that this question is largely a legal 
question. Vote the citation if there is 
any doubt in your mind. Give the com
mittee the benefit of your doubt. Send 
it to the United States Supreme Court 
and let us find out whether or not ques
tions such as your committee asked and 
whether or not questions such as Dr. 
Rumley refused to answer and whether 
or not the facts the majority of your 
committee believes it is entitled to receive 
is, in fact, a violation of the freedom of 
the press or the violation of any other 
inherent right to any American. If it is, 
I certainly do not know it. I do not be
lieve it is. 

The voting of this citation does not 
send Dr. Rumely to prison. It presents a 
case for him to def end as well as a case 
for the Attorney General of the United 
States to prosecute under due process of 
law in the courts. Dr. Rumely will get 
full and adequate opportunity to present 
his defense, and he should have it. 
. No doubt some of the vast amounts of 

money received by the Committee for 
Constitutional Government would be 
allocated to see to it that he was very 
adequately defended. As a matter of 
fact, he always had with him at the 
committee hearings one of the most able 
and best-known attorneys on the eastern 
seaboard, a man trained by able service 
with the United States Government as 
well as in a large private practice. So Dr. 

Rumely was well-advised legally, and he 
followed his lawyer's advice. · 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, ·wm 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOYLE. t yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HALLECK. The gentleman has 
ref erred to the report and has read to 
the membership certain questions and 
answers, some of which were put by me. 
Do I understand it is the gentleman's 
contention from those questions and 
and answers that the answers do defi
nitely disclose that Mr. Patterson and 
his organization, not being registered 
under the Lobbying Act, have from time 
to time directly intervened with Mem
bers of Congress for and against pending · 
legislation? 

Mr. DOYLE. I will say to the gentle
man I think there is no question about 
it. The record clearly shows, that, based 
on our own printed hearings which are 
in the possession of every Member of 
the House this afternoon, that this 
gentleman and his organization ·were 
engaged in lobbying. And I believe the 
record clearly speaks because Dr. 
Rumely frankly admitted in the hear
ings that the committee was engaged in 
lobbying your own House committee, ap-. 
pointed under House Resolution ~93 , was 
entitled to ask and was entitled to know 
the source of all moneys coming to Dr. 
Rmnely's committee for the purpose of 
lobbying, either directly or indirectly
that is the clear text of the act passed 
in the Seventy-ninth Congress: 
. Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentleman 

from New York. 
Mr. MARCANTONIO. Does not the 

record show they did register? 
lVIr. DOYLE. Yes, but the record 

shows he refused to comply with a legal 
supena duces tecum. 
. Mr. MARCANTONIO. That is an

other question. 
. Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentle

man from New York. 
Mr. KEATING. In order to get the 

issue perfectly clear here, the gentle
man was reading on page 3 regarding 
this subpena and the witness' answer 
that he refused to turn over all of the 
material in the 32 demands. Then the 
gentleman ceased reading, as I remem
ber, and I wondered whether a part of 
the charge here is his refusal to answer 
questions about membership in the Com
munist Party. 

Mr. DOYLE. I deliberately avoided 
reading that question. I felt the ques
tion of whether or not this man was a 
Communist or whether or not he denied 
or admitted it was not pertinent to this 
citation. I felt that was a matter of 
ideology and it should not be emphasized 
in this House in order to prejudice any 
Member to vote for citing Patterson. 
The printed record should stand on its 
own feet as to the issuance of this cita
tion. We are not citing this man on the 
ground of whether or not he is a Com
munist. I wish to say this, we did not 
vote for or against Mr. Rumely because 
he was a Fascist either . 
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:Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentle

man from Oklahoma. 
Mr. ALBERT. That certainly is a 

question within the province of the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, and I 
doubt whether our committee would 
have jurisdiction over that question. 

Mr. DOYLE. I deliberately avoided 
it for the reasons stated. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. DOYLE. I yield. 
Mr. KEATING. That is exactly what 

I wanted to indicate. It seems to in
dicate that that was a question which 
perhaps would not be within the pur
view of the Committee on Lobbying. 
Do I understand that the contempt 
which your committee charges has to do 
with his refusal to turn over some of 
these papers called for in the 32 
demands? 

Mr. DOYLE. That is correct; that is 
what the printed record clearly shows. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from California has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. MARCANTONIO]. . 

Mr. ·MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
we have had a most unusual situation 
here today. At least one part of this 
House has temporarily reformed; one 
part of this House got Constitution 
conscious today. I submit that my vote 
has been a most consistent vote on the 
question of these citations upon which 
the House has just voted. I always be
lieved that the first amendment to the 
Constitution was applicable to 150,000,-
000 Americans and that it was applica
ble to all of them, irrespective of their 
color, race, or political beliefs. Part of 
this House has decided today to apply 
it to Mr. Rumely, I think only because 
of his political beliefs being of the ex
treme right, or of a reactionary char
acter. I have no respect for Mr. Rum
ely; I have no respect for his views. I 
deem him to be a domestic Fascist, but 
he is one of the 150,000,000 Americans, 
and the first amendment applies to him 
just as much as it applies to anybody 
else. For this reason, and no other, I 
voted against citing him for contempt. 
I think the day is not far off ·when 
Members of this House are going to rue 
the fact that the Constitution is being 
disregarded daily in this House and that 
the Bill of Rights is being destroyed 
daily in this House. We are repeating 
the Fascist story of Italy and the Nazi 
story of Germany. 

Now I want to address myself to this 
particular citation, because this citation 
is most unusual and stands by itself 
from all of the other citations that have 
come before this House. We just had 
a confession from the last speaker, the 
gentleman from California, speaking for 
the committee. He said, "You see, we 
took in the right" and they had two cita
tions, at least, thought they were going 
to vote and finally did vote two citations 
against individuals who were supposed 
to represent the right. So, they had to 
balance this matter; they could not come 
before this House with two citations, 

both against the extreme right, so they 
had to balance it, they had to have a 
victim from the so-called left, and they 
picked on William Patterson of the Civil 
Rights Congress. 

Now, William Patterson has been a 
courageous fighter for his people and 
the rights of his people for years. He is 
a Negro. The Civil Rights Congress has 
been listed by the Attorney General, be
cause it happens to be one of those or
ganizations militantly fighting for civil 
rights, and one which has exposed the 
hypocrisy of this Democratic adminis
tration on civil rights. The action of 
the Attorney General was sheer political 
vengeance. Despite this persecution, 
the Civil Rights Congress has been do
ing tremendous work. Yes, it was the 
Civil Rights Congress that only recently 
went down to Mississippi and saved Wm. 
McGee from the electric chair. McGe.e, 
a Negro, is the victim of a vicious 
frame-up. This gives you an idea of the 
kind of activity in which Patterson and 
his organization are engaged. This ac
tivity is the kind of lobbying this com
mittee chose to investigate. 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I yield to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. DOYLE. I wish to say to the gen
tleman that this committee was not 
thinking in terms of individuals. We 
selected. these three as representing typi
cal lobbying organizations. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Yes, but the 
gentleman confessed that they had two 
citations of the right, so he said, "We 
had to have a sample of them among the 
left" and the Negro Patterson was the 
sample. In other words, they had to 
have a victim from the left in order to 
make a pretense at impartiality, irre
spective of whether or not the Civil 
Rights Congress was a legitimate sub
j.ect of this investigation or even re
motely came within the purview of the 
investigation. 

The kind of work the Civil Rights 
Congress does is not what Congress in
tended by lobbying in its resolution es
tablishing this committee. It has been 
constantly, in every State of this Union, 
fighting for the civil rights of the Negro 
people and it has been defending Negroes 
who have been deprived of their rights 
in the various courts and by officials in 
the various States of this country. So, 
Mr. Patterson received a subpena to 
come in here. A victim from the left had 
to be produced. Here was the victim 
and he was a Negro. This record is very, 
very illumii:.ating as to how this Negro 
was treated before this House commit
tee, and I think it is about time we exam
ine this record and hang our heads in 
shame. I call your attention to the re
port containing excerpts of the hearings. 

Read the following on page 3. 
The chairman asked Mr. Patterson: 
Are you now or have you ever been a mem

ber of the Communist Party? 

The last speaker, the chairman of the 
committee, and the gentleman from 
Oklahoma all admit now that this ques
tion did not come within the purview of 
this committee. Then why did you ask 
the question? Why did you ask the 

question if it did not come within the 
purview of these investigations? Why 
did you ask it? The answer ·is obvious. 
The Negro victim from the left had to 
be smeared and this was the beginning 
of the smearing of that victim. Mr. Pat
terson was late. He was in the gallery 
according to the testimony. He noticed 
the chairman of the committee on the 
ft.oar of the House, and he figured. be
cause the chairman of the committee 
was on the floor of the House there would 
be no committee meeting without the 
chairman. He did not know anything 
about the appointment of an acting 
chairman. What happened? When 
Mr. Patterson did not get there on time 
that afternoon, when he was a few min
utes late, Mr. LANHAM, acting chairman 
of the committee, said, "See if the of
ficers can locate him and ask him to 
come in. We will wait a few minutes. 
Otherwise, we will ask the clerk to draw 
a citation for contempt." I wonder if 
officers would have been sent after a 
white witness. 

Do. you get the anxiety here? They 
wanted to get this victim. It had to be 
a victim from the left. So they sent out 
the officers for him. He appeared by 
himself. The point is, he appeared im
mediately. He was there. Then let me 
show you what short shrift they gave 
this man when he tried to explain his 
position. He was asked questions about 
documents and records and the record 
shows here that many of these docu
ments had been obtained by subpena 
duces tecum served on the bank in which 
the organization keeps its funds. The 
only thing that Mr. Patterson refused .to 
give was his list of contributors, and 
you gentlemen who voted "no" on the 
Rumely citation had better bear in mind 
that there is no distinction between 
these two cases, because the Civil 
Rights organization is also publishing 
pamphlets and selling pamphlets on 
the issue of civil rights and on the va
rious cases which it has been han
dling. So that there is no difference be
tween this case and the Rumely case. 
Of course, I know a lot of people are go
ing to split hairs and are going to make 
up a lot of arguments to try to show a 
difference. However, any such differ
ence will be synthetic and fake. But 
there is no difference and anybody with 
common sense and honesty will not chal
lenge this statement. Let me get back 
again to show you how they treated this 
Negro victim from the left. Mr. Patter
son said: 

And I say that for this reason--
Mr. LANHAM. Never mind your reason, go 

ahead with something else. 

This is a Negro before this committee. 
Short shrift with him. This is the kind 
of treatment he received while he was 
being questioned. Mind you, this man 
is not a lobbyist. He is a defender of 
his people. What has he engaged in? 
He has asked the Members of the Con
gress to vote for the civil rights bills 
that have come before the Congress. 
What has he done? He has sent letters. 
Yes, there have been delegations coming 
down here, public, open, mass delega
tions of hundreds of people coming down 
here to ask the Members of Congress to 
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live up to the pledges on civil rights 
which they made at the time they sought 
to be elected. He was not a lobbyist for 
special privilege. He was not a lobbyist 
for the real estate crowd. He was not a 
lobbyist for the loan to Franco. He was 
not a lobbyist for the special privileges
special privileges that go up and down 
these Halls of Congress, infesting the 
Halls of Congress like cockroaches, anp 
doing so with immunity despite this 
committee. He has been petitioning the 
Congress of the United States. What 
kind of deal did he get from this com
mittee? He was twice called a liar by 
the acting chairman. He finally wound 
up before that committee by having his 
race insulted, and by having 15,000,000 
Negro people villified when he was called 
"a black * * *" epithet by the acting 
chairman. That happened before that 
committee. That happened to this wit
ness, yes this Negro victim from the 
alleged left. I say that somebody is in 
contempt. Mr. Speaker, somebody is in 
contempt, but it is not Mr. Patterson. I 
tell you we in the House, all of us 
are in contempt when we permit that 
kind of language and that kind of insult 
to be hurled at 15,000,000 Americans and 
we do nothing about it. 

Oh, sure. Let somebody now get up 
here and try to wash it off by hollering 
about "atheistic Russia," or communism, 
or set up the red bogey. But I tell you 
what we are facing here is a challenge, 
a challenge to fairness and justice and 
decency. The challenge is, shall we by 
voting for this citation, by voting to send 
this Negro victim to jail, put our stamp 
of approval on the use of the language 
in Congress to which this Negro was sub
jected before this committee. You want 
the Negro victim from the left. I can
not stop you from taking him. You have 
him; but you know deep down in your 
hearts that you are not doing what is 
just. Crucify Patterson. Crucify him 
the way you villified his people, the 15,-
000,000 members of his race before your 
committee. Go ahead and crucify him. 
That is within your power, but you are 
not only violating the Constitution, you 
are undermining the faith of Americans 
in the justice and integrity of this 
Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. ALBERT]. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, so far as 
I am concerned, the only Member who 
is going to say anything about atheistic 
communism in this debate is the gentle
man from New York, because it does not 
_have anything to do with the issue we are 
discussing here. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MARCANTONIO]? 

Mr. ALBERT. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MARCANTONIO]. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I have a great 
deal of respect for the gentleman from . 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. ALBERT. And I have a great deal 
of respect for the gentleman from New 
York, even though I disagree with him. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I know the 
gentleman from Oklahoma does not need 
the gentleman from Mississippi to 
prompt him. The gentleman from Okla
homa has plenty of ability to take care 

of himself any time of the day without 
the help of the gentleman from Missis
sippi. 

Mr. ALBERT. I always welcome the 
help of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. I did not mean to in
terrupt. I was just asking for informa
tion. 

Mr. ALBERT. The gentleman's ques
tion answers itself. 

This is not a question involving the 
communism of William Patterson. The 
only question here is whether a commit
tee of Congress asking for information, 
which it is entitled to have, has the pow
er to require a witness to furnish such 
information and to cite for contempt 
such witness when he contemptuously 
and ftagrantly refuses to give it. This 
witness not only admitted that he and 
large numbers of people representing his 
organization had been to Washington 
lobbying Congressmen on several differ
ent occasions, but that the organization 
at one time had reported under the Reg
istration of Lobbying Act, an act which 
requires reports of receipts and expendi
tures. We asked hint for the inf orma
tion that he already should have filed 
with the Clerk of the House when he re
ported under the Lobbying Act, and he 
refused to give it: First, because he said 
he did not know whethe- his was a lobby
ing organization; and, second, because 
he thought it might incriminate some
body else. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. This party you are 

talking about is supposed to represent 
the Civil Rights Congress. That is a 
Communist-front organization? 

Mr. ALBERT. The Attorney General 
has so held, I think. 

Mr. RANKIN. Have you ever heard 
any individual who investigated it who 
did not hold .it was a Communist-front 
organization? 

Mr. ALBERT. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. RANKIN. I was a member of the 

Committee on Un-American Activities, 
and I have been in close contact with the 
FBI. I have never found any informed 
person who denied that this outfit was 
a Communist front. 

Mr. ALBERT. Even so, I would like 
to say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that whether William Patterson is a 
Communist or not is not the issue here. 
He was clearly and ftagrantly in con
tempt of the committee. 

Mr. TOWE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. TOWE. Did I understand the 

gentleman to say that this defendant, 
so-called, had clearly violated the law, 
the statute? 

Mr. ALBERT. In my judgment, he 
has. 

Mr. TOWE. I understood you previ
ously to say that. I wondered why he 
has not been prosecuted under the law, 
rather than brought here under this con
tempt citation. Can the gentleman give 
me some information about that? 

Mr. ALBERT. Of course, there are 
several thousand .files on record with the 
Clerk of the House, and it is hardly to be 

expected that the proper administrative 
agency would have every possible viola
tion of the act called to its attention. 

Mr. TOWE. Could not .your commit
tee bring it to the attention of the 
proper governmental agency? 

Mr. ALBERT. Well, we are bringing 
one phase of it to the attention of the 
proper governmental agency now. 

Mr. TOWE. I understand that. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I might say the 

Civil Rights Congress has filed under the 
Lobbying Act, and their representatives 
in Washington have filed. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. But that does not 

answer the charge that it is a Commu
nist-front organization, lined up with 
other Communists who are dedicated to 
the overthrow of this Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. That was not any 

of our concern. It was strictly on the 
basis of the Lobbying Registration Act 
that we made these queries. 

Mr. RANKIN. I will say to the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania that when
ever any outfit dedicates itself to the 
destruction of this Government, then it 
is the duty of every congressional com
mittee when its representatives appear 
before it, to make a thorough investiga
tion. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I think 
the issue is clear. 

I ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks, and also the remarl{S 
that I made during consideration of the 
previous resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. ALBERT. I shall be glad to yield. 
Mr. KEATING. Were the records 

which the witness refused to turn over to 
the gentleman's committee solely those 
relating to contributions to the Civil 
Rights Congress, or were there other 
records? 

Mr. ALBERT. We called for the same 
records here that we called for in the 
Rumely case. These included not only 
contributions but also receipts from the 
sale of books. He did not give us any of 
this information. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. The real pin

point of this thing, of course, is that he 
admitted that he had been lobbying, that 
groups had been sent here to pressure 
Congress but that he had never filed. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. That is not 
true; he did file. 

Mr. ALBERT. If the gentleman wants 
to be correct about that, though it is im
material to the pending matter whether 
he did or not, I should say that the 
organization did report up to the time 
that Patterson took it over, after that, 
as I remember it, it ceased reporting. 
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Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. MARCANTONIO. I think that 

basically, however, on the question of 
refusal, as far as refusal to comply with 
the subpena duces tecum is concerned, 
there is no difference between the 
Rumely case and this case. He was 
asked for contributors; he refused to 
name the contributors, and that is all 
that is involved here. That is what was 
involved in the Rumely case. 

Mr. ALBERT. I J:.Ilay say to the gen
tleman that if there was a difference it 
was only a difference of degree and not 
of kind. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. A very slight 
degree. · · · 

Mr. ALBERT. Runiely did furnish 
the committee part of the information 
which it requested. 

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. Mr. 

Rumely did furnish a complete list of 
contributors as such. · 

Mr. ALBERT. That is my under-
standing. · 

Mr. O'HARA of · Minnesota. His de
fense on the other names which he re
fused to disclose was that they were 
purchasers of books. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Basically the 
proposition is the same. 

Mr. ALBERT. Basically it is the same. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker,. will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. There is this differ

ence between the Committee for Consti
tutional Government and the Civil · 
Rights Congress: The former was for 
constitutional government; and this out .. 
fit, this Civil Rights Congress, this Com
munist outfit, is for the overthrow of 
Government. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. The only dif
ference is that this outfit is for FEPC, 
and the gentleman from Mississippi is 
against it and he thinks FEPC is Mos
cow-borne. Is not that right? 

Mr. RANKIN. Of course; it is. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ALBERT. I yield. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I may say with re

spect to bank records of the Civil Rights 
Congress that there were a total num
ber of check items all over $500 that were 
not reported in August 1950, mind you, 
of $29,775; 1949, of $36,601; in 1946 of 
$156,568; and in 1947, $80,990; a total of 
$303,935.40. 

Mr. ALBERT. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, !yield 
·5 minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JACOBS]. 

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, I listened 
carefully to the evidence in these two 
cases, as I did to the evidence in the 
Un-American Activities Committee's 
pilot case we heard the other day. I am 
unable to see a particle of difference in 
any of them. There is a basic question 
involved. That is the question of law 
and order; it is the question of whether 
or not we will have respect or contempt 
for constituted authority. It does not 

matter to me one bit whether the man 
who refused to answer questions before 
a constituted committee of this Congress 
was a Fascist, a Communist, a Democrat, 
or a Republican, or whether his face · was 
white, or black, or yellow. 

On the question of this particular de
fendant's being a Negro, I believe that I 
have always been a friend of the Negro. 
But my Negro constituents also believe 
in law and order and obedience to the 
law regardless of color. I could not help 
but think this morning of my many law
abiding Negro constituents. Attention 
was called to a vile crime that was com
mitted by a Negro over in Virginia; a 
case in which Justice Burton had taken 
some action; I could net help but think 
of a case that occurred a few years ago
in my district where a Negro had com
mitted the vile crime of rape. The fact 
that it was a Negro was pretty well pub
licized. And there was great praise for 
two detectives who solved the case and 
brought him to justice. Their skill and 
devotion to duty was described and 
praised. But the significant fact that 
was omitted was ~hat these two detec
tives themselves were Negroes. There 
were two good citizens and one bad one. 
All three were born with black skin. 
Only one had a black soul, but the other 
two, as do most of all races, possessed 
white souls. So to me it makes no dif
ference; it is a question of law and order. 
The white man and the black man are 
both subject to the law and must be 
judged in the same balance of justice. 

The question was asked me recently 
by a mother whose 18-year-old son is 
sleeping on Iwo Jima: "Why did he have 
to die?" 

It is because there are those in the 
world who do not believe in submitting 
themselves to law and order. They seek · 
freedom for themselves and shackles for 
fellow creatures. License for themselves, 
slavery for the other fellow. There will 
be evidence of that here in the House 
today when we compare the vote that we 
just took on Mr. Rumely with the vote 
that was taken on those gentlemen the 
other day and on this case. There has 
been distinctions drawn here as to 
whether the man was right or whether 
he was left. What difference it makes 
under the American system of govern
ment I have yet been unable to under
stand. Both are amenable to the law. 
Neither can be a law unto themselves. 
Neither can have a special law. All men 
must be measured by the same yardstick. 

Let us take up some of the technical 
arguments that were offered a moment 
ago against the Rumely citation. .They 
are just as applicable in this case as they 
were in the Rumely case. Both involved 
contributors. Mr. Rumely refused and 
Mr. Patterson refused to name their con
tributors. Why? They say because that 
money was used for printing, or received 
for the sale of printed matter, hence to 
inquire of the sources would infringe 
upon freedom of the press. Just exactly 
the same attitude as the fellow who says 
he can be a Communist behind the cloak 
of secrecy. 

Let us take an illustration. The name 
of an old and famous pharmaceutical 
house, the Eli Lilly & Co., which happens 

to be in my own congressional district, 
was brought into the discussion this 
afternoon. It was stated they had made 
certain contributions to the Committee 
for Constitutional Government. 

Well, they made contribut ions to my 
Republican opponent in .1948, and I 
made fun of it. I said, "I don't care how 
much money you spend." And I did not. 
The Lilly's contributed to my opponent 
in 1948, and I expect them to do the same 
this year. Yet Mr. Eli Lilly has commu
nicated with me on legislation and mat
ters of service a Congressman owes a 
constituent. And I have responded and 
measured his suggestions with the same 
yardstick I measure the proposa.l of any 
other man. And regardless of how vig
orously he opposed me I would always do 
the same. To me that is America; it is 
her tradition. That is why I voted 
against the establishment of the lobby
ing committee. We are supposed to be 
men. We should be able to resist pres
sure. They can all come and see me; I 
will listen to both sides, then try to make 
a proper decision. I do not care how 
much money they spend; I do not care 
hew much money they convert into 
print. Ninety percent of the press was 
against Mr. Truman, and he was elected 
anyway. In my district 99.99 percent of 
the press opposed my election. But the 
people elected me. Most of the opposi
tion press treated me fairly in news cov
erage. Thus I was able to . get my mes
sage to the people. And then I went to 
the radio. The people have a better ca
pacity to understand and discern than 
we ofttimes believe. 

The sooner we learn that the people 
are smart enough to see through a lot 
of propaganda, the better off we are go
ing to be. Most of these violently parti
san speeches are wasted. They . only 
gratify those who are violent partisans, 
a small percent of our countrymen. The 
broad hard core of American people are 
sound, clear thinkers. So I for one did 
not favor the establishment of the com
mittee and voted against it. But the 
fact remains the committee was estab
lished; it is a legal committee, and I do 
not care whether they are tomcats or al
ley cats when they are brought before 
the committee. They are supposed to 
answer these questions. I know of and 
will always defend the right to speak and 
print every viewpoint. But I know of 
no vested right to remain anonymous in 
the exercise of that right. In my State 
we must name the sponsors of every po
litical slate. No one has been hurt 
thereby. 

Now let us examine these arguments; 
that because these contributions, or re
ceipts were spent for or bought printed 
matter. 

Suppose some one gave me a thousand 
dollars for my campaign expenses. Sup
pose I used that money to print political 
literature. The Corrupt Practices Act 
says I must list my contributors. But 
I refuse to. I say this money was given 
to me for printing-and printing is free 
to proceed without interference. This 
is press work-in that field I enjoy free
dom of the press-hence this money is 
anointed- with the special license and 
freedom of dark dank secrecy. 
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Why, the judge would throw the book 

at me. 
Now these folks, Rume}y and Patter

son, both print political literature. I get 
it by the bushel Read a lot of it, too. 
But ii I cannot separate the grain from 
the chaff I have no business here. 

Yet this committee was established. 
Its existence is of the fiber. the warp 
and woof of the lawful authority of this 
Congress; and this Congress is of the 
American people. Law and order de
mands submission to lawful authori.ty
and no man is too big and no man is too 
small-in the single sovereign scales of 
the law. All men must be weighed 
alike. 

That is why it will be interesting to 
note how many of us will vote-whether 
we will weight these two men in the same 
scales. 

Because I believe in constituted au
thority-in upholding it even though I 
might disagree. I am voting for these 
citations as I did the fifty-odd citations 
recentti- presented by the Un-American 
Activities Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Indiana. bas expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the 
resolution. . 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the resolution. 
The question was taken and the 

Speaker announced that the "ayes" had 
it. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that 
a quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] Evidently a 
quorum is not present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members. and the Cl~rk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 239. nays 106, not voting 8Q, 
as follows: 

Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Addonizio 
Albert 
Allen, La. 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Andrews 
Aspinall 
Auchincloss 
Bailey 
Baring 
Barrett, Pa. 
Battle 
Beckworth 
Bennett, Fla. 
Bennett, Mich. 
Bentsen 
Biemiller 
Bishop 
Blatnik 
Boggs,L&. 
Bolling 
Bolton.Md. 
Bonner 
Bosone 
Boykin 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Ohio 
Bryson 
Buchanan 
Buckley,m. 
Burke 

[Roll, No. 263} 

YEAS--239 

Burleson 
Burnside 
Burton 
Byme,N. Y. 
Camp 
cantleld 
cannon 
Cs.rlyie 
Carnahan 
Carroll 
Case, N. J. 
Cavalcante 
Chatham 
Chelf 
Chesney 
Christophe? 
Chudoff 
Clemente 
Clevenger 
Cole, Kans. 
Combs 
Cool.ey 
Cooper 
Crosser 
Curtis 
Davenport 
Davies, N. Y. 
Davis.Ga. 
Davis. Tenn. 
Deane 
DeGrafrenried 
Delaney 
Denton 
D'Ewart 

Dollinger 
Dolliver 
Donohue 
Doughton 
Douglas 
Doyle 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Engle, calil. 
Evins 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
Fisher 
PlOOd 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Ford 
Frazier 
Fugate 
Fulton 
Furcolo. 
Garmatz 
Gary 
Gathings 
Gordon 
Gorski 
Granahan 
Granger 
Grant 
Green 
·Halleck 
Harden 
Hardy 

Harris McKinnon 
Harrison Mcsweeney 
Hart Mack, ID. 
Havenner Mack, Wash. 
Hays,. Ark. Madden 
Bays, Ohio Magee 
Hedrick Mahon 
Heffernan Mansfield 
Heller Marsalis 
Herlong Marshall 
Hobbs Miles 
Hoffman, DI. Mills 
Howell Mitchell 
Huber Monroney 
Hull Morris 
Irving Moulder 
Jackson, Wash. Multer 
Jacobs Murdock 
Javits Murphy 
Jenison Murray, Tenn. 
Jennings Noland 
Jones, Ala. Norrell 
Jones, Mo. O'Brien, ru. 
Jones, N. C. O'Hara, lll. 
Karst O'Hara, Minn. 
Karsten O'Nelll 
Kee O'Sullivan 
Kelley, Pa. O'Toole 
Kelly, N. Y. Passman 
Kennedy Patman 
Keogh Patten 
Kerr Perkins 
Kilday Peterson 
King Philbin 
Kirwan Pickett 
Kruse . Poage 
Lane Polk 
Lanham Preston 
Lind Price 
Linehan PTiest 
Lyle Rabaut 
Lynch Rains 
McCarthy Rankin 
McCormack Redden 
McGrath Rhodes 
McGuire RibicoJI 

NAYS-106 

Richards 
Robeson 
Rodino 
Rogers, F'la. 
Rooney 
Sad1ak 
Sasscer 
Secrest 
Sh.elleJ' 
Sims 
Smith, Va. 
Spence 
Stanley 
Steed 
Stigler 
Stockman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tackett 
Taurtello 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornberry 
Trimble 
Underwood 
Van Zandt 
Wagner 
Waish 
Walter 
Welch 
Wheeler 
White, Cant. 
White, Idaho 
Whittington 
Wickersham 
Willis 
Wilson, Ind. 
W-Ilson, Okla. 
Wilson. Tex. 
Winstead 
Wood 
Woodhouse 
Young 
Zablocki 

Allen, Gali!. Hand Morton 
Andersen, Harvey Nelson 

H. Carl Herter NichoJ.son 
Anderson, Calif.Beselton · Patterson 
Arends . Hill Phillips, Calif. 
Bates, Mass. Hinshaw Potter 
Beall Hoeven ~d. m. 
Boggs, Del. Holmes Reed, N. Y. 
Bolton, Ohio Hope Rees 
Bramblett Horan Rich 
Brehm Jackson, Caill. Rieblma.n 
Burdick James Rogers, Mass. 
Byrnes, Wis. Jenkins Sanborn 
Chiperfield Jensen Saylor 
Cole. N. Y. Jonas Scott, Hardie 
Corbett Judd Scrivner 
Cotton Kean Scudder 
Crawford Kearns Shafer 
CUnningham Keating Short 
Davis, Wis. Kilburn Simpson, ID. 
Dondero Kunkel Simpson. Pa. 
Ellsworth Lecompte Smith, Wis. 
Elston LeFevre stefan 
Fenton Lichtenwalter Taber 
Gamble Lodge Tlille 
Gavin Lovre Tolle!son 
Golden Lucas Towe 
Goodwin McConnell Velde 
Graham McDonough Vo:rys 
Gross McGregor Vursell 
Guill Marcantonio Wadsworth 
Gwinn Martin, Mass. Weichel 
Hagen Merrow Widnall 
Hale Meyer Wigglesworth 
Hall, Michener Wolcott 

Leonard W. Miller, Md. Wolverton 

Allen,ru. 
Angell 
Barden 
Barrett, Wyo, 
Bates, Ky. 
Blackney 
Breen 
Buckley, N. Y. 
Bulwinkle 
Case, $. Dak. 
Cell er 
Colmer 
Coudert 
Cox 
Crook 
Dague 
Dawson 
Dingell 

NOT VOTING--85 

Durham Klein 
Eaton Larcade 
Engel, Mich. Latham 
Fellows McCulloch 
Gillette McMillan, S. c. 
Gilmer McMillen, Ill. 
Gore Macy 
Gossett Martin, Iowa 
Gregory Mason 
Hall, MUler, Cal.if. 

Edwin Arthur Miller, Nebr. 
Hare Morgan 
Hebert Morrison 
Hoffman, Mich. Murray, WiS. 
Holifield Nixon 
Johnson Norblad 
Kearney .Norton 
Keefe O'Brien, Mich. 

O'Konski Regan 
Pace Rivers 
Pfeifer, Roosevelt 

Joseph L. Sabath 
Pfeitrer, Sadowski 

William L; St. George 
Phillips, Tenn. Scott, 
Plumley Hugh D., Jr. 
Poulson Sheppard 
Powell Sikes 
Quinn Smathers 
Ramsay Smith, Kans. 

Smith, Ohio 
Staggers 
Vinson 
Werdel 
Whitaker 
Whitten 
Wier 
Williams 
Withrow 
Woodruff 
Yates 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Additional general pairs: 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Allen of Illinois. 
Mr. Roosevelt with Mr. McCulloch. 
Mr. Klein with Mr. Miller of Nebraska. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Nixon. 
Mr. Holifield with Mr. Withrow. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Kearney. 
Mr. Sadowski with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Staggers with Mr. Macy. 
Mr. Whitaker with Mr. Mason. 
Mr. Morgan with Mr. William L. Pfeiffer. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Dague. 
Mr. Dingell with Mr. Coudert. 
Mr. Crook with Mr. Angell. 
Mr. Celler with Mr. Hoffman of Michigan. 
Mr. Breen with Mr. Gillette. 
Mr. Gilmer with Mrs. St. George. 
Mr. Larcade with Mr. Hugh D. Scott, Jr. 
Mr. Smathers with Mr. Woodru1I. 
Mr. O'Brien of Michigan with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Smith o! Kansas. 
Mr. Yates with Mr. Blackney. 
Mr. Vinson with Mr. O'Konski. 
Mr. Williams with Mr. Poulson. 

Mr. BREHM, Mr. GOODWIN, Mrs. ROGERS 
of Massachusetts, Mr. JUDD, Mr. MERROW, 
and Mr. HOLMES changed their vote from 
"yea" to "nay." 

Mr. DAVENPORT changed his vote from 
"nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

The doors were opened. 
GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have five legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their remarks 
on the contempt citation just passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
RESERVE COMPONENTS OF THE ARMED 

FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. BROOKS submitted a conference 
rePort and statement on the bill CH. R. 
8594) to provide for the acquisition, con
struction, expansion, rehabilitation, con
version, and joint utilization of facilities 
necessary for the administration and 
training of units of the Reserve compo
nents of the Armed Forces of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute . . 
· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 

legislation to strengthen the defenses of 
·this country and to build all parts o! our 
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Military Establishment has had my con
sistent support. 

It was particularly difficult for me to 
accept the fact that I missed by les~ than 
10 minutes the vote on H. R. 9554 to pro
vide for special registration, classifica
tion, and induction of certain medical, 
dental, and allied specialist categories 
because weather conditions held up the 
plane on which I was returning to Wash
ington. 

Had I been on the floor I would have 
voted for the bill. I am delighted indeed 
that the measure passed so overwhelm
ingly. 

SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Wis
consin EMr. BIEMILLER] is recognized for 
60 minutes. 

(Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re
marks and include certain speeches 
which he has heretofore made on the 
floor of the House.) 

. AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION OP
P OSES ALL PROGRESSIVE LEGISLA· 
T ION-NEW RIV AL FO:ft NAM 

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Speaker, as 
the final session of the Eighty-first· Con
gress draws to a close, I want to call to 
the attention of the Members of this 
House the singular record of the Amer
ican Medical Association on the health 
and social legislation which has come 
before this Congress. 

It is a record untainted by a positive 
act or a progressive idea, a 99 and 44/ 100 
'percent pure record of negation, of op
position and obstruction on every legis
lative measure proposed to advance the 
Nation's health, safety, and security. 

Lest the hierarchic officialdom of the 
AMA mistake these words for praise
and such is their lexicon that they 
might-I say this in bitter criticism of 
the AMA, its leaders, its ideas, and . its 
methods. 

If the record made by the AMA's rep
resentatives on matters before this Con
gress stood alone, there would be reason 
to regard these political medicine men 
with suspicion and distrust. When that 

·record is added to the steadfastly reac
tionary attitudes.and actions of the AMA 
over the last 25 years, it" is ample evi
dence that the AMA now stands with 
the NAM and the most reactionary 
forces in American lif e--not on matters 

. affecting medicine and health alone, but 
on the whole social-political front. 

Let us take apart the record of this 
new monolith on the political scene. 
Item by item it is a demonstration that 
a private organization with a dog-in-the
manger philosophy has taken to itself 
the privileges and powers of semipublic 
and public institutions, has indeed, par
tially succeeded in persuading the public 
that the public should have no voice in 
matters concerning its own health and 
general welfare. 

The record of the AMA in the Eighty. 
first Congress is a sort of proof perfect 
that the organization is not fitted for its 
present high trust and responsibilities. 
That is not to say that individual doctors 
.are not competent to perform their med
. ical tasks, it is rather to point out tnat 

their political leaders are a unique com
bination of selfishness, obtuseness, and a 
kind of paranoid malice. · 

But back to the AMA's legislative rec
ord ill the Eighty-first Congress. I recite 
the record from personal knowledge of 
the opinions expressed, the pressures ex
erted, and the finagling used to paralyze 
the legislative machinery wnenever the 
great public-health needs of this Nation 
came up for consideration. 

BLOCKED AID TO MEDICAL SCHOOLS 

I make no attempt to list the AMA's 
acts of violence against public-health 
legislation in order of importance, but I 
will place its filibustering against Fed
eral aid to medical education at the top 
of the list. I have not hesitated to tell 
you of the importance of this legislation 
in the past and I will not hesitate now 

· or in the future. 
The AMA is the only group in the 

United States today which opposes 
emergency federal aid to our schools of 
medicine, dentistry, nursing and pub
lic health. The AMA's own members who 
really know the situation intimately
including the deans of these schools
oppose the AMA's official stand vehe
mently, pointing out that the very future 
of· the finest medical schools in this 
country is at stake; that without Federal 
aid they must consistently fall short of 
the standards of quantity and quality of 
personnel demanded by a Nation whose 
requirements grow annually. These 
critics-from-within do not even have to 
recite the medical needs of the poten
tial civil disasters of a future war to 
prove their point. The facts of the past 
and the present speak eloquently 
enough. As previously documented in 
the CONGRESSI10NAL RECORD of July 13 
most of the deans of the medical col
leges, the nursing and dental associa
tions, the public health administrators 
and almost everybody else in the coun
try not tied to the AMA by the bands 
of medical bondage recognize the short
ages of trained medical personnel of all 
kinds. And now that this country is en
gaged in the Korean conflict, the Armed 
Forces have become acutely aware of 
the situation. 

President Truman, Secretary. of De
fense Johnson, and VA Administrator 
Carl Gray, have all urged immediate 
approval of this legislation as vital to 
national health and security. The Sen
ate was so impressed with the needs of 
the finest medical schools in the na
tion-which reported a net deficit of 
more than $10,000,000 last year-that 
it passed a Federal-aid bill unani
mously. Yet in the past year we have 
made no progress in providing the aid 
which is needed so desperately--simply 
because the AMA is not interested in 
getting enough doctors to go around. 

BLOCKED BILL IN COMMI'ITEE 

It has filibustered this legislation end
lessly. When one of its criticisms is 
accepted and a compromise introduced 
into the legislation, the AMA comes up 
with a new objection. When the new 
oQjection is compromised-seemingly 
satisfactorily-a third objection is 
raised. Apparently the only kind of 

· medical aid biU the AMA would ap-

prove is a measure which would place 
unlimited public funds in the hands of 
the AMA itself to dispense as it sees fit 
after paying its lobbying ·and propa
ganda expenses to the distinguished 
crew of wreckers and hucksters who 
made it all possible. 

Afraid of a decision in an open House 
vote on this legislation, the AMA has 
three t imes blocked the bill in committee 
by a single vote-and with the feeblest 
of excuses. 

Here, for instance, is part of the most 
recent public statement on this legisla
t ion by an AMA official. In a let ter 
from Dr. Frank Wilson, one of the AMA's 
official Washington representatives
lobbyists to those of us· who understand 
that sort of thing-to every member of 
the House Interstate and Foreign Com
merce Committee, it was declared that 
the Korean conflict had no bearing on 
the aid to medical education legislation 
because the bill would not produce any 
more doctors for a minimum of 6 to 8 
years. Besides showing a sublime dis
regard for all other kinds of medical 
training such as nursing and dentistry, 
the letter reveals a willful begging of 
the question . . Aid to medical education 
means better education in a matter of 
a year. And, even if it did not, are 
we to refuse to meet the quantity situa
tion 6 or 8 years hence? Unless we start 
now it will never be met. 

KOREAN CONFLICT MAKES NEED GREATER 

The present significance of the Ko
rean conflict would seem to be that we 
are involved in a long and costiy strug
gle which niay reach its peak at any 
t ime during the next 10 to 15 years. 
Korea is a warning and a portent. To 
say that it is meaningless in terms of 
our shoring up our national health de
fenses, that it has no bearing on the 
numbers and quality of our medical per
sonnel, is to deny the wisdom of pre
paredness of any kind. I hardly think 
we could have had a more explicit warn
ing of the dangers of our current short
ages of doctors and others with medical 
training than the need to pass a med
ical draft in order to get enough doctors 
for the limited demands of the Korean 
conflict. 

That is not nearly enough on the sub
ject, but it is all I can take time for 
today. The RECORDS for this session are 
filled with the need for action. I dis
cussed the problem at some length on 
July 13 and ask unanimous consent to 
insert my remarks at that time at this 
point in the RECORD. 
MEDICAL COLLEGES, OTHER INSTITUTIONS TRAIN

ING HEALTH PERsONNEL IN SERIOUS FINAN
CIAL STRAITS-PASSAGE OF H. R. 8886 OF 
VITAL IMPORTANCE 

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Speaker, the Eighty
first Congress is nearing the end of its ex
istence. We are rapidly approaching that 
time when this Congress will no longer be 
able to correct its own errors of commission 
or make amends for its errors of omission. 

The wisdom or folly of what we have done 
and what we have left undone will be mat
ters for decision l;>y the electorate in Novem
ber. In m any cases there is time enough 
to wait for that judgment-and to be guided 
by it in the next Congress. In some matters, 
however, the delay of months, even 6 or 7, 
may be more than we can afford. In such 
matters our failures may be written large 
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and indelibly on the record before the Eighty. 
second Congress ever convenes. 

That is why I speak today. A bill vital 
to the welfare of this Nation, the health 
of our Armed Forces and our civilian pop
ulation alike, is in danger of being left in 
the debris of the unfinished business of this 
Congress. H. R. 8886, the Emergency Health 
Training Act, !Jetter known as aid to medical 
education, is a measure which should be 
passed now, not 6 or 12 or 18 months from 
now. And all the stalling, twisting, turning, 
conniving tactics of the American Medical 
Association cannot conceal the stark need 
for this legislation. 

The word "emergency" has seldom meant 
more than it does in the official title of 
H. R. 8886. This Nation is now involved 
in an enormously ditncult and costly police 
action in Korea. The evolution of this con
fl.ict into a full-fledged modern war is a dis· 
tinct possibility, a possibility not entirely 
within the power ot this country to con
trol. Even if we should escape a major holo
caust, no one believes that the Communist's 
adventure in Korea will be their last. 

Yet, at this moment as at every recent 
critical moment in our history, we do not 
have enough doctors or dentists or nurses 
or public-health personnel to meet peace
time requirements, much less the demands 
of our mobilizing Armed Forces and civilian 
defense. And we have not taken a single 
step to end the critical shortage of every 
kind of trained health personnel. 

As a matter of honest and disturbing fact, 
our national resources for training health 
personnel are rapidly deteriorating instead 
of improving. Financial ditnculties are 
forcing our professional health-training 
schools, particularly our medical schools, to 
curtail their programs drastically. Both the 
quality and quantity o! training are being 
slashed. Fewer Individuals are receiving 
training in some schools and the training 
is ,falling short of minimum standards in 
others. Some of our medical schools-and 
by no means the weakest in an academic 
sense-are near to closing because of their 
desperate financial state. 

This situation is intolerable in a Nation 
that may soon need more doctors, nurses, 
and other trained health personnel than it 
ever dreamed were necessary before World 
War II. And even if it were not for the pos
sible demands of war, we would need these 
people to take advantage of the expanding 
opportunities for better health in a peaceful 
world. 

The Eighty-first Congress must reverse 
this trend to neglect and potential disaster 
by immediate action on Federal aid to medi
cal education. We must, by our action, rec
ognize that you cannot train doctors and 
their assistants overnight, that we are al
ready far too late in getting a program under 
way, that our inaction in years and months 
past has created our present health-person
nel shortage, and that inaction now will cre
ate shortages for the next crisis. 

The minute we moved into Korea-and I 
believe there is near unanimous support In 
this House for that move-the Armed Forces 
started to look ,for doctors, dentists, and 
nurses. If the experience of World War ll 
is repeated, and it is certain to be because 
of present shortages, the Armed Forces will 
never find as many as they need. And the 
ones they do find and take will be those 
whose services are fully needed by civilians, 

It ls proper that the needs of our Armed 
Forces come first. It is hardly proper for 
congressional inaction to permit this choice 
of life and health for one group as against 
sickness and occasional death for another 
group when there should be no real need 
to make the choice. We have it within our 
power to make adequate care available for 
all. 

For those who may hesitate to believe that 
our present situation is really so bleak-and 
I know there are doubters among the Mem-

bers of this House-I will cite a large num
ber of chapters and verses at a later point 
in this speech. Most of them will come di
rectly from the best authorities on health 
education in the Nation-the deans of the 
Nation's leading medical and dental schools, 
public and private alike, and the heads of 
associations of nurses and public-health 
personnel. It is also worth noting that the 

· American Dental Association is on record 
for the bill. 

Right now, however, I want to discuss the 
general situation of the bill to aid medical 
education with particular reference to its 
only vocal opposition-the American Medical 
Association. 

H. R. 886 1s still in the Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Committee, scheduled for 
further consideration August 8, if this House 
and its committees are still in a position to 
consider any legislation at that time. This 
despite the fact that corresponding legisla
tion passed the Senate last September and 
shortly thereafter went to the Rules Com
mittee of this House with the blessing of 
the full Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee. 

Who and what are responsible for this 
sudden reversal in the legislative process? 
Who is responsible for this inexcusable delay 
in meeting a vital national need this late 
in the grim struggle of the free world against 
the forces of communism? Why do I stand 
here in July of 1950 and plead for action on a 
measure which most of us well know should 
have been law months ago? 

The answer is always the same-the Ameri
can Medical Association. 

Until recently I though I had grown cal
loused to the AMA's dog-in-the-manger 
selfishness in its efforts to defeat almost· every 
progressive public health measure offered in 
this Congress. I thought I had grown used 
to the double talking, double dealing meth· 
ods of the AMA and its huckster representa
tives in their defense of a status quo riddled 
with inadequacies. I thought I had learned 
to brace myself against the overwhelming 
weight of the AMA hierarchy's $3,000,000 
advertising and political slush fund. 

Well, I was wrong. When the AMA maneu
vered to kill by indirection this literally life
and-death legislation, I lost my calluses. I 
want the Members of this House to know the 
whole story of this measure and the AMA's 
opposition. Perhaps it will furnish an in
sight into the operations of this organiza
tion which some of you have not always 
displayed in the recent past. 

I do not mean to say this is the only 
story of AMA duplicity and reaction in the 
face of the health needs of the people of this 
country. Many others come immediately to 
mind. There is the slander campaign against 
national-health . insurance which calls it 
socialized medicine despite the fact that the 
AMA well knows it is not socialized medicine 
at all. Part of this campaign is the attempt 
to use the completely discredited alleged 
quotation from Lenin that "socialized medi
cine is the keystone of the arch of the 
Socialist state." The AMA has been called 
upon to either document or stop using that 
quotation many, many times. Its otncials 
have admitted that the quotation cannot be 
documented. Experts at both the Library of 
Congress and the University of Chicago have 
declared there is no such statement in the 
known works of Lenin. Yet the quotation 
continues to be used in published material, 
in public speeches, and in political assaults. 
The use of such falsehoods is typical of the 
AMA approach to issues of public health, and 
they can no longer be defended on the lame 
grounds of ignorance of the truth. They are 
willful perversions of the truth. 

Then there 1s the attempt to discredit the 
Federal Security Agency and its Adminis· 
trator with completely unfounded and dis· 
proved charges that they wish to dictate to 
American medicine. There is the constant 
pounding at the slogan, "Keep politics out 

of this picture," while the AMA tops the 
Nation's lobbyists in expenditures and pub
licly prepares a political blast in the Na
tion's newspapers for next October, while 
its incoming president, Dr. Elmer Henderson, 
delivers a violent political tirade against the 
Fair Deal at the annual AMA convention in 
San Francisco. 

He attacked our Government as "sick with 
intellectual dishonesty, moral laxity, and 
with reckless excesses,'' and charged the 
administration with a campaign to gain 
control over all fields of human endeavor to 
make this a Socialist state. Dr. Henderson 
ignored his responsible position as head of 
an organization which says it wants nothing 
to do with politics to engage in political mud 
slinging and use of misrepresentations and 
distortions. 

There are many other items. There is 
the AMA's cooperation in spreading the hate
mongering nonsense of John T . Flynn's book, 
The Road Ahead, across the country in 
hundreds of thousands of volumes--volumes 
which the conservative New York Times has 
very properly labeled "pernicious flummery ." 

There ls the back-scenes battle against 
school health measures. There is the long 
history on voluntary medical insurance plans 
related in the Harpers magazine article, 
The Dogged Retreat of the Doctors. There 
is indeed an overwhelming mass of evidence 
to show that the hierarchic otncialdom of 
the AMA ls one of the most reactionary forces 
In American life today. But I think the story 
of the bill to bring Federal aid to the medical 
education is the most devastating illustra
tion of all of the AMA's complete disregard 
for the national interest when it conflicts 
with the narrow, selfish interest of the AMA. 

The history of the legislation to provide 
Federal aid to the Nation's medical schools 
is the story of conflict between two forces. 
On one side is the desperate need of the 
medical schools and the health requirements 
to the Nation, on the other side is the Amer
ican Medical Association. 

In 1946, immediately after the war, it was 
generally agreed that this country must pro
ceed to make up its deficiencies in medical 
personnel, to get sorely needed doctors, den
tists, nurses, and trained public health tech
nicians into rural and other shortage are£.s, 
to make available enough health personnel 
to put into practice all that we have learned 
about how to keep people healthy and well. 
It was recognized that the only way to do 
this would be to step up the numbers of in
dividuals receiving training and to improve 
the quality of that training. 

Even the American Medical Association 
permitted official spokesmen to discuss the 
need. Dr. Herman Weiskotten, dean of the 
Syracuse University College of Medicine and 
a member of the Council on Medical Educa
tion and Hospitals of the AMA, declared that 
approximately h.alf of our medical schools 
were operating on budgets far below the 
essential basic minimum required for the con
duct of a satisfactory educational program. 
And in February 1947 he added, and I quote: 

"The American people should realize that 
the first and most important step in improv
ing the health and the medical care of our 
people is the more adequate support of more 
than half of the medical schools of this 
country." 

In October 1947 Dr. Anderson, secretary 
of the same council, told of a study made 
by the AMA, of which he said, and again I 
quote: 

"We are prepared to contend that the maxi
mum deficit that could possibly be forecast 
for 1960 does not exceed 15,000 physicians." 

Only 15,000. When you consider that the 
average physician's patient list runs between 
500 and 1,000, you get some idea of what 
number of people would get inadequate care 
with such a shortage. It could not con
ceivably run below seven and a half million. 
And this in peacetime. Yet there you have 
the statement of a responsible AMA official 
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predicting a doctor shortage-and even more 
astounding, not worrying about it. 

Well, the AMA, for all its later denials 
and present insistence that the Federal Gov
ernment do nothing to help medical schools, 
recognized at that time that some help must 
come if the schools were not to collapse. 
So in February 1948 its board of trustees 
decided that it would seek voluntary assist
ance in order to avoid bringing the Federal 
Government into the matter. A commend
able idea, but it just did not work. 

The 1948 report of the Council on Medical 
Education of the AMA said medical schools 
required an addtiional $15 ,000,000 in suppor_t 
for operations and some $197,000,000 for con
struction of needed facilities, and com
mented: 

"The question that remains is y;hether the 
public will provide this support vol':1ntarily 
or wheth er it will have to be provided by 
direct Federal subsidy." 

That, indeed, was the question. The 
trouble was the answer. In July 1948, a 
meeting authorized by ~he board of trustees 
was held in New York City. Representatives 
of universities, business, industry, banking, 
educational foundation, and private philan
thropic organizations discussed a national 
campaign for raising about $15,000 ,000 a year 
to support medical education. A lot of hopes 
were raised by that meeting, but as of this 
date, 2 years later, no money. · · 

So we have arrived finally at the set of 
circumstances which led to introduction of 
the aid to medical education legislation. 

Something had to be done-and still does, 
for that matter. It could not be done pri
vately or through State governments. Only 
the Federal Government was in a position to 
act. Did the AMA admit this? Not the AMA. 
The report of its council on medical educa
tion and hospitals on October 30, 1948, as 
much as declared that if the problem could 
not be solved the AMA's way, there was no 
problem. The report was naturally a bit 
confused, but I will quote it anyway to give 
you the full flavor: 

"These studies have led to the conclusion 
that there is no need for any great increase 
in the number of medical graduates and the 
gradual expansion of facilities for :medical 
education that is taking place will adequately 
meet the Nation's needs. The council will 
continue to give close attention to this 
problem." 

Where did that word "problem" come from 
a gain? Was there or was not there one? 
There was one. 

Dr. Weiskotte.n pops up with this admission 
in a statement in February 1949, in which he 
points out: 

"Paradoxic as it may appear in the face of 
the present plight of the existing medical 
schools, there is developing a demand that 
these schools greatly increase the sizes of 
their student bodies and that new schools 
be established." 

At this juncture it became clear that only 
F ederal aid could help with this problem, a 
very real one growing more acute with every 
evasion and statement of the AMA. So bills 
were introduced in both the Senate and the 
House. At the end of the open Senate hear
ings a group of the most distinguished ex
perts in every sector of the professional 
health training field, including important 
AMA representation, agreed _on a set of 13 
general principles among which were state
ments that the schools were in a financial 
emergency, that there are recognized short
ages of manpower in the health professions, 
and that existing private sources of income 
are not able to meet the needs for either 
operation or construction. They supported 
Federal aid and even agreed that scholarships 
as well as operation and const ruction grants 
would be helpful in equalizing and expanding 
educational opportun,ities for qualified indi
viduals. 

This group also set up a series of guides to 
the Senate committee for the writing of the 

bill. The bill conformed to those guides as 
closely as ·possible and was passed as S. 1453 
in September 1949. Before passage, at an 
August meeting in Washington, Dr. George F. 
Lull, of the AMA, told reporters the organiza
tion favored aid to medical education. 

After Senate passage, the House Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee took up 
H. R. 5940 the House companion bill which 
I sponsor~d. The committee unanimously 
approved the bill and sent it to the Rules 
Committee for a rule. The rule was refused 
not because of opposition, but because of the 
press of time just before the close of the first 

.session of this Congress. During this .entire 
process the AMA was almost quiet~ Only a 
few words broke tlie welcome silence and they 
were far from ominous. In a report to the 
AMA House of Delegates in November, the 
AMA's Council of Medical Education declared, 
and I quote: 

"While the council is not entirely satisfied 
with the bill, it does incorporate several 
modifications suggested by the council's rep
resentatives and it is a distinct improve
ment over any other bill for Federal aid to 
education that has been introduced." 

The honeymoon, however, was soon over. 
· In a supplementary report of the board of 
trustees in December 1949 there was the 
following statement: 

"Since S. 1453 has now passed the Senate 
and since it appears doubtful that further 
changes will be made by the House in the 

. companion bill, H. R. 5940, the board of trus
tees feels it must oppose this bill." 

There ·was no explanation of what hap- · 
pened between November and December. 

And so it has gone ever since. Attempts 
have been made to satisfy the AMA objec
tions which were made after this December 
declaration. H. R. 8886, a considerably 
changed version of H. R. 5940, which goes at 
least half way in compromising both major 
and minor issues, has been the result. And 
still the AMA opposition is adamant. There 
is neither rhyme nor reason in their opposi
tion, but nothing apparently will change it. 
The Federal Government is involved and 
while the Federal Government safely makes 
all other sorts of laws for the United States, 
the AMA is not going to have it even take 
note of the health needs of the Nation's 
citizens. 

Despite the AMA's exasperating attitude, 
despite this long "compromise and then 

. oppose the compromise" period extending 
way into June, we have done everything 
possible to write a bill which would get 
at least the tacit approval of the AMA. We 
might as well have saved our energy. No 
matter what was ·said or done, the AMA 
stalled and temporized. Typical was a pro
posal that we wait until still another survey, 
the survey on medical education of the 
AMA, be completed. 

I asked a participant in the survey, Dr. 
Joseph C. Hinsey, dean of the Cornell Uni
versity Medical School and chairman of 
the executive council of the Association of 
American Medical Schools, if this request 
was valid. I will not read his whole reply, 
but let me give you one paragraph: 

"I strongly recommend that you do not 
hold up action on H. R. 5940 (now H. R. 
8886). The final report of the survey com
mittee will be available for the use of the 
National Council on Education for Health 
Professions (a group set up by the proposed 
legislation) before it submits its recom
mendation on January 1, 1953." 

I repeat 1953. Well might Hinsey add later, 
as he does-

"There seems no reason to wait." 
There is only one conclusion. The AMA 

does not want the Federal Government to 
help the Nation's medical schools, no mat
ter how desperate their plight. And since 
there is no other aid forthcoming, it looks 
very much as if the AMA did not want medi
cal schools and other professional health• 
training schools helped at all. 

As a matter of fact, many of the schools 
and professions affected are beginning to 
realize this sad truth and break with the 
reactionaries of the AMA. This Congress 
would do well to follow their example. 

Earlier I promised to cite chapter and verse 
on the entire health training situation in 
this country. We must all know something 
of the general picture. Time printed a piece 
discussing the plight of the medical schools 
recently. The Philadelphia Inquirer carried 
an editorial _tp.e other day which told of the 
closing of . private rooms and wards in vol
untary hospitals in New York because of the 
shortage of nurses. Other newspapers have 
noted both nursing and public health per
sonnel shortages. The New York Times car
ried a long, analytic article in one of its 
Sunday magazine sections asking for urgent 

· action . on ·Federal aid to dental and medical 
schools. · 

But to get down to the chapter and verse 
let us turn to the statements of the best 

· qualified ·experts in America, the men who 
run the professional health training schools 
of all kinds. I am going to read just a few 
excerpts on the floor, but I ask that the 
entire communications be made part of the 
R ECORD. 

I have already read some of Dr. Hinsey's 
remarks as head of the organizat ion to which 
almost all of the medical school deans in 
the country belong, but I want to quote from 
another letter written January 12, 1950, in 
which he ·discusses this need the AMA denies. 
First making cl~ar that the AMA acted o.n 
aid to medical education without consulting 
the Association of American Medical Colleges, 
he goes on to tell the schools' sentiments 
in the matter. Here I begin to quote: 

"Our committee on financial aid to medi
cal education decided unanimously that we 
should poll the individual medical colleges 
by telegrams in order to fairly determine our 
over-all position. 

"This committ ee on financial aid to medi
cal education is made up of Dean Arthur 
C. Bachmeyer, of the University of Chicago; 
Dean George P. Berry, of Harvard University; 
Dean Walter A. Bloedorn, of George Wash
ington Universit y; Vice President Ward Dar
ley, of the Un iversity of Colorado; and Dean 
Joseph C. Hinsey, of Cornell University, 
chairman. After its study and work with 
this legislation, this committee is unanimous 
in its support of H. R. 5940. The poll of the 
membership, with defin ite returns in from 63 
schools, shows 47 favorable to the legisla
tion in H. R. 5940 and 16 opposed. Of the 
26 State-owned schools, 14 favored and 12 
opposed. Two municipally owned institu
tions were favorable. Of the 35 private in
stitutions, 31 were favorable and 4 were op

. posed. Even if the 15 schools not reporting 
were to be opposed-and I have reason to 
believe strongly that this would not be the 
case-there would still be a strong majority 
in favor of the legislation." 

Other letters I h ave from individual deans 
support Dean Hinsey. The AMA did not 
consult them, they point out, and t h ey, after 
all, are the ones who know the fact s of the 
situation. 

Dr. Willard C. Rappleye, dean and vice 
president in charge of medical affairs at 
Columbia University, writes: 

"May we express the earnest hope that 
your committee will give favorable consid
eration. * * • This is a matter of great 
urgency." 

Dr. R. S. Cunningham, dean of the Al
bany Medical College at Union University, 
writ es: 

"Only if our income is substantially in
creased can we maintain the high level of 
medical education from which the public 
benefits so greatly. In view of these facts, 
I hope that you will exert your full influ
ence to secure passage of the bill." 

Dr. W. E. Brown, dean at the University of 
Vermont, adds: 
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"I hope we can count on you to help med

ical education in Vermont and throughout 
the United States by supporting H. R. 5940 
or its substitute House bill for aid to medical 
education. • Most American med
ical schools, and this includes the Univer
sity of Vermont College of Medicine, must 
radically curtail educational programs un
less substantial financial support is forth
coming within the next 2 months." 

That letter, gentlemen, was dated May 12. 
It is the same with the University of BUf

falo, Marquette University, Creighton ·Uni
versit y, Meharry Medical College, the Uni
versity of Virginia, Loyola University, and 
dozens of others. 

The Association of Urban Universities 
wired this in October of 1949: 

"The Association of Urban Universities, 
whose membership are carrying a large per
centage of the burden of medical, dental, and 
nursing education, voices its approval of the 
emergency health training bill." 

And now that we have begun to hear of 
the other schools beside the medical schools, 
let me read you a part of a lett er from the 
deans of all the schools of medicine, dentis
try, and public health in Massachusetts. 
The dentistry, nursing, public health, and 
other training included in this bill is just 
as import ant as the training of doctors. 
This is what the deans of these varied schools 
at Harvard, Tufts, and· Boston University 
wrote: 

"We iire convinced that the present des
perat e plig:qt of our professional schools not 
on ly in Massachuset ts but through out the 
United States, has ·already interfered with 
the quality of professional education and 
1s preventing the development of adequate 
medical and health personnel for the coun
try. 

"We make this statement in full awareness 
of the position recently taken by the Ameri
can Medical Association. We vigorously op
pose that position. The American Medical 
Association in adopting its position was in 
no way aut horized to speak for the profes
sional schools of Massachusetts. 

"Early passage of H. R. 5940 will enable the 
prof essional schools of the United States to 
start immediately on an expanded, more ef
fective tot al program of training. We do not 
beileve that this urgent need can be met 
without such a program." 

'f;hen there are the letters from the admin
istrators of huge universities like Chicago 
and Illinois. 

Chancelor Robert Hutchins, of the Uni
versity of Chicago, also chairman of the com
mittee on Federal aid to medical schools of 
the American .Association of Universities, 
wired: 

i•president Conant's recent statement on 
the precarious financial condition of Har
vard medical and public health schools is 
applicable in my opinion, to every school in 
the country training personnel for the pro
fessions concerned with health. • • • 
Without operating funds schools will be un
able to maintain current enrollments-al-· 
ready dangerously low-and improve present 
standards of instruction • • • I there
fore urge prompt passage of H. R. 5940." 

Dr. A. C. Ivy, vice president in charge of 
the College of the Health Professions at the 
University of Illinois-including medicine, 
dentistry, nursing, and pharmacy--expresses 
similar sentiments with this interesting 
statement thrown in for good measure: 

"Everyone knows that more physicians •. 
nurses, dentists, pharmacists, and public 
health officers are needed in our State and 
county. In some places this is true to such 
an extent that the principle of free enter
prise and free choice of a physician is not 
operative." 

That, as the AMA has been telling us all 
along, is intolerable. 

There is mucli more of the same and I in.: 
elude it all in the RECORD, an editorial from: 
the University of Southern California. 
Medical Bulletin, the statement of need 
from the joint congressional Committee on· 
the Economic· Report which saw many low
income families without proper medical care 
because of health personnel shortages and 
the Hoover Commission's task force recom
mendations. 

There is the recent ·speech by Father 
Michael I. English, regent of the Loyola 
University of Medicine in Chicago in which 
he criticized the AMA for deciding against 
Government a id to medical schools without 
consulting medical leaders, calling the or-: 
ganization more than conservative. Among 
the endorsements of Federal aid to medical 
education which I am attaching to this 
record is one from Father English in which 
he not only endorses the bill despite AMA 
opposition, but indicates that at least one 
AMA sponsored amendment . would hurt 
rather than help the bill. 

It all adds up and it all adds up to this. 
H. R. 8886, the latest version of the Emer
gency Health Training Act, is of vital impor
tance to build our national health defenses 
for both peace and war. Our health-training 
schools cannot do the job without Federal 
aid. The only opponent of Federal aid is the 
AMA, as the AMA has so often been the only 
opponent of bills designed to improve the 
health of the American people. 

We must pass H. R. 8,886 over the objec
tions of a blindly selfish AMA officialdom 
which either stupidly or wilfully is inter
fering with the welfare of our Armed Forces 
and our civilian population. We must either 
pass H. R. 8886 or relinquish to the AMA our 
right to promote the general welfare throug~ 
health legislation. • 

As Brig. Gen. James S. Simmons, dean of 
the Harvard School of Public Health, told 
the same AMA convention at which Dr. 
Henderson's disgraceful mangling of the 
truth took place 2 weeks ago, "all problems 
of health assume a dominant role" in the 
present uncertain international situation. 

We must, among other things, be prepared 
to meet the entirely new threat of unan- · 
nounced atomic war and biologic warfare. 
What we need most, and again the words are 
those of General Simmons, is to "shore up 
our n ational health defenses.'' 

H . R. 8886 is the first step in that most. 
urgent task. It cannot wait for another 
Congress. 

AsSOCIATION OF AMERICAN 
MEDICAL COLLEGES, OFFICE OF 

CHAIRMAN OF THE ExECUTIVE COUNCIL, 
New York, N. Y., January 12, 1950. 

The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
Fifth District of Wisconsin, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: As president Of the 
Association of American Medical Colleges and 
chairman of its committee on financial aid 
to medical education, I am writing you re
garding H. R. 5940 which your subcommittee 
has studied and passed. Our association is 
the one qualified to speak for the medical 
schools of the United States and to present 
their needs. We wish to state our position as 
accurately as we have been able to determine 
it. Our association is made up of the staffs 
of our member colleges, representing the ones 
approved for membership in the United 
States and affiliate members in Canada and 
the Philippine · Islands. Here we speak for 
the 78 approved schools in the United States 
of which 72 are 4-year schools and 6 are 2-
year schools. Of these 41 are privately en
dowed, 34 are State-owned (including 3 
schools now in the process of becoming 
State-owned), and 3 municipally owned. 

Because of the variety of our schools with 
problems peculiar to each, our Association 
of American Medical Colleges has refrained, 

up to this time, from taking one stand on 
th~ legislation in H. R. 5940 and its com .. 
panion bill S. 1453. We have encouraged 
each medical college to communicate with 
the leglslators from their respective districts. 
Thus the problem inherent in and. the crit
icisms directed at it could be worked out in 
a democratic manner. We appreciate your' 
sponsorship of this bill and your interest in 
the · problems with which it deals. We are 
grateful for the fact that our representa
tives were given the opportunity to appear 
before you and your colleagues of your com
mittee and to participate in the bipartisan 
conferences preceding the final writing of the 
legislation. It was recognized that H. R. 
5940 contained imperfections but at . the 
same time, it would go a long way to helping 
solve the financial problems plaguing some 
of our institutions in meeting what they 
deem their obligations in the various healt:b. 
sciences. 

The action by the board of trustees, the 
house of delegates, and the council on medi
cal education and hospitals of the American 
Medical Association opposing H. R. 5940 after 
it bad passed your committee, and the com
panion bill s. 1453 after it had passed the 
Senate, was taken independently of our 
Association of A.inerican Medical colleges 
and without a poll of our membership. Our 
committee on financial aid to medical edu· 
cation decided unanimously that we should 
poll the individual medical colleges by tele
grams in order to fairly determine our over
all position. 

This committee on financial aid to medical 
education is made up of Dean Arthur C. 
Bachmeyer, of the University of Chicago; 
Dean George P. Berry, of Harvard University; 
Dean Walter A. Bloedorn, of George Wash
ington University; Vice President Ward Dar
ley, of the University of Colorado; and Dean 
Joseph C. Hinsey, of Cornell University, 
chairman. After its study and work with 
this legislation this committee is unanimous 
in its support of H. R. 5940. The poll of the 
membership, with definite returns in from 
63 schools, shows 47 favorable to the legisla
tion in H. R. 5940 and 16 opposed. Of the 26 
State-owned schools, 14 favored and 12 op
posed. Two municipally owned institutions 
were favorable. Of the 35 private institu
tions, 31 were favorable, and 4 were opposed. 
Even if the 15 schools not reporting were to 
be opposed, and ! have reason to believe 
strongly that this would not be the case, 
there would still be a strong majority in fa
vor of the legislation. 

A number of suggestions were offered to 
make for improvements in the bill. Two 
schools strongly urged scholarship aid for 
needy medical students. · Some 14 schools 
favoring H. R. 5940 expressed hope that the 
safeguards in section 2, Senate bill 246 (Ed
ucational Finance Act of 1949) might be sub
stituted for section 362 of H. R. 5940. How
ever, it is our firm conviction that a strong 
majority of our medical colleges believe that 
the general provisions of H. R. 5940 are es
sential for the maintenance of their pro
grams. 

Our committee is prepared to come for dis
cussions or hearings of this bill. We hope 
that this letter will help clarify the positions 
of the medical schools. We are aware that 
this legislation is of vital importance to 
nursing, dentistry, and to schools of public 
health, and that the positions of some of 
these have been made known to you. Like
wise, you have heard from our medical col
leges, some of whom favor the legislation, 
while others vigorously oppose it. There is 
nothing in this legislation that would make 
any institution participate in its benefits 

· against its better judgment. 
Respectfully submitted. 

JOSEPH C. HINSEY, 
Chairman, Committee on Financial · 

Aid to Medical Education. 
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HARVARD MEDICAL SCHOOL, 

OFFICE OF THE DEAN, 
Boston, Mass., January 5, 1950. 

The Honorable AND.REW J. BIEMILLER, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: We, the undersigned 

deans of the professional schools of medi
cine, dentistry, and public health in the 
State of Massachusetts, individually and 
jointly, urge your strong support of H. R. 
5940, the bill proposing an emergency 5-year 
program of grants and scholarships for edu
cation in the medical and health fields. We 
hope that you will work for early priority 
for this bill in the Rules Committee and will 
vote for its passage when it comes on the 
floor of the House. 

We are convinced that the present desper
ate financial plight of our professional 
schools, not only in Massachusetts, but 
throughout the United States, has already 
interfered with the quality of professional 
education and is preventing the development 
of adequate medical and health personnel for 
the country . · 

We make this statement in full awareness 
of the position recently adopted by the 
American Medical Association. We vigor
ously oppose that position. The American 
Medical Association in adopting its position 
was in no way authorized to speak for the 
professional schools of Massachusetts. 

Early p assage of H. R. 5940 will enable 
the professional schools of the United States 
to start immediately on an expanded, more 
effective total program of training. We do 
not believe that this urgent need can be 
met without such assistance. 

Very truly yours, 
DWIGHT O'H:ARA, M. D., 

Dean, Tufts College Medical 
School. 

JAMES M. FAULKNER, M. D., 
Dean, Boston University School 

of Medicine. 
JAMES M. DUNNING, D. D. s., 

Dean, Harvard School of Dental 
Medicine. 

c. D. MARSHALL-DAY, D. M. D., 
Dean, Tufts College Dental 

School. 
GEORGE PACKER BERRY, M. D., 

Dean, Harvard Medical School. 
JAMES s. SIMMONS, M. D., 

Dean, Harvard School of Public 
Health. 

JANUARY 23, 1950. 
Re H. R . 5940; grants-in-aid for education 

in the health professions. 
I am writing you in my capacity as vice 

president of the University of Illinois in 
charge of the colleges of the health profes
sions (medicine, dentistry, nursing, and 
pharmacy) because one important point . for 
the people of the State of Illinois has not 
been introduced into the discussions of H. R. 
5940. 

And, since you represent the people of the 
State of Illinois on the House committee 
considering this bill, I feel it to be my duty 
to call the point to your attention. 

This is the point: 

I. THERE IS A SHORTAGE OF HEALTH PERSONNEL 
IN OUR COUNTRY 

1. Everyone knows that more physicians, 
nurses, dentists, pharmacists, and public 
health officers are needed in our State (rural 
areas) and county. In some places this is 
true to such an extent that the principle of 
free enterprise and free choice of a physician 
is not operative. 

II. THE COST OF TRAINING HEALTH PERSONNEL 
:J VERY HIGH AND MORE PERSONNEL CANNOT 
BE PRODUCED BECAUSE OF LACK OF PHYSICAL 
FACILITIES AND OPERATING FUNDS-THE DEF• 
ICITS ARE NOW ALMOST INTOLERABLE 
2. It is a matter of common ·knowledge 

that the cost of medical education in the 

health professions is very high. This is be
fause much learning and considerable ex
perience must be imparted and acquired in 
view of the great medical advances, before 
the student can be released to practice. 

3. The majority of medical and dental 
schools and schools of public health operate 
on a large annual deficit. This draws money 
from other areas of university education. 
And, many university presidents, if they 
could morally do so, would like to drop their 
colleges in the health professions because 
these colleges are such a financial drain and 
handicap on the other educational functions 
of a university. 

III. LARGE URBAN AREAS MUST PRODUCE THE 
HEALTH PERSONNEL FOR OUR COUNTRY 

4. For obvious reasons, medical, dental, 
and nursing education is most economically 
and best given in urban areas where there is 
a concentration of charity or semicharity 
patients. 

5. For this reason it is necessary to have 
several medical schools and dental schools, 
etc., in Chicago. 

IV. CHICAGO PROVIDES EDUCATION FOR 20 PER• 
CENT OF THE PHYSICIANS WHO PRACTICE IN 
OUR COUNTRY AND FEDERAL MEDICAL SERVICES 
6. Chicago provides some or all of the un-

dergraduate or postgraduate education of 
20 percent of the physicians who now are in 
private practice or practice in Federal gov
ernmental medical services. 

V. THE COST OF THIS HEALTH EDUCATION PRO• 
VIDED IN CHICAGO IS BORNE ALMOST ENTIRELY 
BY STATE TAXES AND BY ILLINOIS CITIZENS 
WHO ARE BENEFACTORS OF THE PRIVATELY 
ENDOWED SCHOOLS 
7. Since there is practically no money for 

the support of these f3chools in Chicago 
which train personnel in the health profes
sions not only to take care of the citizens 
of Illinois but also the citizens of other 
States in and out of the Federal medical 
services, the taxpayers of Illinois and the 
citizens of Illinois, who make gifts to the 
schools in Chicago, pay more than their 
share for the training of health personnel. 

VI. FROM AN EQUITABLE AND ECONOMIC VIEW-
POINT, THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT SHOULD 
DEFRAY APPROXIMATELY 33 PERCENT OF THE 
COST OF EDUCATING HEALTH PERSONNEL 
8. It is not fair, and it is not good econo

my for the citizens of Illinois to bear the 
expense of training physicians, dentists, 
nurses, and pharmacists for other States and 
th~ Federal Government. 

9. The only fair and economical way to 
bear this expense equally is for the Federal 
Government to appropriate for approxi
mately one-third the cost of medical, dental, 
nursing, and public-health education. 

10. This argument not only applies for 
Illinois but all those States wherein reside 
medical schools because of the ready avail
ability of charity patients and clinical facil
ities for training physicians, dentists,. nurses, 
and public-health officers. 

11. The claim that this cannot be done by 
the Federal Government without the Federal 
Government dictating what should be taught 
is an unfounded fear and challenge to the 
democratic representative form of govern
ment. The statement does not hold for com
pulsory health insurance, to which I am op
posed, because compulsory health insurance, 
as shown in Germany and Russia, is condu
cive to the development of an attitude with 
rights and dignity. 

The Federal Government should awaken 
to its responsibility and assume its share of 
the cost of training personnel for the health 
professions. 

I believe that this foregoing point should 
be kept clearly in mind by the congressional 
representatives of the people of Illinois; 
namely, that it is not a economy move to 

oppose Federal aid to health education but a 
matter of equity in meeting a humanitarian 
and a national need. 

I should add that the colleges of the health 
professions of the University of Illinois are 
not in critical need as regards the anticipa
tion of a deficit in operating expenses, unless 
wages of employees are increased. However, 
for 4 years the people of the State have exert
ed much pressure on us to provide them with 
more phy~icians, dentists, nurses, and phar
macists' and to accept for admission to our 
college's of the health professions more young 
men and women of the State of Illinois who 
are qualified. Each year, because of lack of 
facilities, we must turn away over 400 stu
dents qualified to study medicine or den
tistry. 

So, when I make the foregoing point, I am 
making it for the people of Illinois and also 
for the people of other States who have to 
support colleges of the health professions for 
the people of States who do not have such 
colleges. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Yours sincerely, 

A. C. IVY, Ph. D., M. D., D. Sc., 
Vice President. 

TASK FORCE REPORT ON FEDERAL MEDICAL 
SERVICES 

[Appendix O] 
THE COMMISSION ON ORGANIZATION OF THE 

EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF THE GOVERNMENT, 
JANUARY 1949 

• • 
1. That an initial survey of the acute 

emergency needs be made by the Public 
Health Service, with the aid of advisory 
groups represent~ng the public, the medical 
schools, and those philanthropic foundations 
which have given so generously to medical 
education. Where financial problems of an 

. emergency nature are found which threat
ens the survival of medical schools or the 
maintenance of high standards of medical 
education, emergency financial aid should be 
supplied promptly by the Federal Govern
ment if it is clear that the schools and their 
universities themselves are making maximum 
efforts. 

2. That a long-range study of the eco
nomics of medical education be made to 
determine ways and means of insuring the 
maintenance of current output at present 
standards and of expanding output and ele
vating standards. This study should define 
the extent to which present facilities can be 
better utilized and need to be expanded. 

3. A plan of fellowships for brilliant men, 
particularly those who evidence an especial 
interest in the fields in which there is the 
greatest shortage, including Federal medical 
service. 

These recommendations are predicated on 
the principle of not diminishing the essen
tial independence of the schools in profes
sional educational policies, or their self
support to the full extent· possible, or the 
private initiative now supporting them. 

A sufficient principle on which to justify 
such Federal aid is that the Government is 
the largest single customer for medical per
sonnel even in peace, and by far the greate t 
customer of all in war. 

OCTOBER 12, 1949. 
Congressman ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Appreciate your telegram regarding H. R. 

5940. I hope that it will have favorable 
action in . committee and on the floor of the 
House. 

JOHNS. HIRSCHBOECK, 
Dean, Marquette University School 

of Medicine . 
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BOSTON UNIVERSITY 

SCHOOL OF MEDICINE, 
Boston, Mass., January 6, 1950. 

The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: I hope that H. R. 5940, 

to provide financial assistance for medical 
education, will be acted upon promptly and 
favorably. The financial plight of the medi
cal schools, particularly of the privately sup
ported schools, is so serious as to call for. 
immediate action. I urge your continued 
support of this blll. 

Very sincerely yours, 
JAMES M. FAULKNER, M. D., 

Dean, School of Medicine. 

HARVARD SCHOOL OF DENTAL MEDICINE, 
Boston, Mass., January 6, 1950. 

The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: I want to add my 

individual word on behalf of the Harvard 
School of Dental Medicine to the joint let
ter I have just signed as a member of a group 
of deans of medical and dental schools in 
the State of Massachusetts. Our school 
strongly backed House bill 5940 to provide 
financial assistance to schools of medicine, 
dentistry, and public health. We have a 
small school in which we try to give a iarge 
amount of individual instruction and an 
opportunity for students to perform individ
ual research projects in the laboratories. 
This type of instruction is expensive and 
our tuition, though high, does not begin to 
cover the cost per student. 

As you may know, both the American As
sociation of Dental Schools and the Ameri
can Dental Association, through its house of 
delegates, h ave endorsed H. R. 5940 in prin
ciple. The American Medical Association 
cannot speak for the dental schools of the 
country. 

Very sincerely yours, 
JAMES M. DUNNING, D. D. s .. 

Dean. 

TUFTS COLLEGE MEDICAL SCHOOL, 
Boston, Mass., January 6, 1950. 

Hon. ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: As dean of Tufts 

College Medical School, I am writing to say 
that we here at Tufts favor very strongly 
the passage of House bill 5940. If we are 
to continue to train medical doctors under 
the present standards of quality and quan
tity, we shall need urgently the provisions 
for aid which are provided in this bill. We 
hope, therefore, that you will do everything 
you can to bring this bill before the House 
and to secure favorable action upon it. 

With full appreciation of your insight into 
these matters and all you have done for 
public health in this country in the past, 
I am 

Sincerely yours, 
DWIGHT O'HARA, M. D .• 

Dean. 

TUFTS COLLEGE DENTAL SCHOOL, 
Boston, Mass., January 6, 1950. 

Hon. ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
Fifth Congressional District of Wiscon

sin, Washi ngton, D. C. 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: As dean of TUfts 

Col1eee Dental School, I am writing to you 
to strongly urge your continued support of 
House bill 5940 for the provision of grants 
and scholarships for education in medicine, 
dentistry, and public health. 

It was clearly shown during the hearings 
on this bill that there 1s a desperate need 
of funds for our professional schools respon
sible for training personnel to whom will be 
entrusted tb"' health of the Nation. 

As already noted by the Public Health 
Subcommittee of the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce, the number at 
present being trained by our professional 
schools falls far behind the number lost an
nually by death and retirement, even with
out consideration of normal population in
creases. Unless the professional schools are 
able to obtain the necessary financial assist• 
ance, it will be impossible to train suflicient 
experts to effectively take care of the health 
of the country. Private beneficence can no 
longer be relied upon to provide adequate 

· assistance, and the present desperate finan
cial plight of the schools emphasizes the 
critical need for Federal aid. 

As one who has had experience in the ad
ministration of Government-aided institu
tion in other countries, notably in New 
Zealand and in India, the undersigned has 
no fear of undue government interference 
with professional teaching institutions. 
Furthermore, the present need for an ex
panded and more effective total health train
ing program is too urgent for such unlikely 
considerations. 

Early passage of House bill 5940 will do 
much to alleviate the present unfortunate 
and highly dangerous situation. For this 
reason I would once again strongly urge 
that everything possible be done so that 
high priority may be given to this bill by 
the Rules Committee. 

May I extend my sincere thanks for your 
cooperation. 

Yours very truly, 
s. D. MARSHALL-DAY, Dean. 

UNIVERSITY OF VERMONT 
AND STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, 

COLLEGE OF MEDICINE, 
Burlington, Vt., February 23, 1950. 

The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
The House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: As dean of the 

College of Medicine of the University of Ver
mont and State Agricultural College, with 
the consent of the president of the univer
sity, I am sending this memorandum to 
various Members of the House of Representa
tives and the Senate urging the prompt pas
sage of H. R. 5940 to give financial aid to 
professional schools in the field of medicine 
and health. 

The reasons for asking Federal tax support 
of such programs are as follows: 

1. Both privately endowed and State sup
ported medical schools are in desperate need 
of immediate financial support. Unless 
funds become available in the near future, 
some schools · may close. Others, like the 
College of Medicine of the University of Ver
mont, will be forced to curtail teaching pro
grams and possibly to reduce the number 
of students accepted. This at a time when 
pressure is greatest for .expansion of schools 
and the education of more physicians. 

2. At the present time the State of Ver
mont and the University of Vermont and 
State Agricultural College must add at least 
$3 to every dollar the medical student pays 
in tuition charges. Tuition ls already higher 
tha.n ls considered compatible with the in
come of the vast majority of the fam111es of 
our students. 

3. The continual deficit of the College of 
Medicine of the University of Vermont, like 
many other university medical schools, has 
drawn heavily on university funds and has 
already necessitated serious curtailment of 
the university funds available for other im· 
portant activities. 

4. Approximately 45 percent of the gradu
ates of the University of Vermont College of 
Medicine are either admitted as nonresidents 
of the State of Vermont or, as graduates, 
practice in States other than the State of 
Vermont. In this sense, all colleges of medi
cine are national institutions entitled to 
some partial Federal support. 

5. State appropriations and voluntary 
gifts in general have not and will not be 
made in sufficient amounts to meet the costs 
of medical education. If appropriations 
from States and gifts from individuals are 
made, there ls no liklihood that they will be 
available in time to meet the present finan
cial crisis in medical education the country 
over. 

6. Congress has already appropriated for 
defense upward of sixteen billions of dor
lars during the current year. This will be 
spent by the military services for the main
tenance of adequate defense. 

The Army, Navy, Air Force, and United 
States Public Health Services, charged with 
the problems of defense, ha o1e already turned 
to the colleges of medicine to recruit neces
sary medical personnel. Twenty percent of 
the graduates of the class of 1949 of the col
lege of medicine of the University of Ver
mont entered one of these medical services. 
Vermont paid three-fourths of the cost of 
educating this personnel. 

In the event of another war, there will be 
an even greater draining off of medical grad
uates into military services. The demands 
upon the colleges of medicine will become in
creasingly greater and will far exceed those of 
World War II. 

7. Unless financial support is forthcom
ing in the near future, it is unlikely that 
m edical colleges will be able to graduate 
adequate numbers of properly trained 
physicians to meet the increasing demands 
of the country at large, to say nothing of 
military demands for physicians. 

8. The problem of our national health is 
the most vital. This can only be adequately 
met by a reasonable increase in the num
ber of well-trained physicians graduated 
from properly supported colleges of medicine. 

In general, the problem of medical educa
tion, its proper support and supervision, falls 
quite properly on the shoulders of the As
sociation of American Medical Colleges. Its 
committee on financial aid to medical edu
cation has already explored the field of in
creased financial support. The committee 
has cooperated with the committees of both 
Houses of Congress in the study of proposed 
Federal aid. The committee has polled the 
medical colleges and has gone on record in 
favor of Federal aid to medical education. 
The committee has advocated suitable con
trols to keep medical education free from 
political or Government interference. All 
are agreed on the importance of this phase 
of the problem. 

We hope you will support H. R. 5940 and 
see that it is given a prompt hearing on the 
floor of the House of Representatives. All 
zr..ed1cal colleges must in the near future pre
pare budgets for the year 1950-51. Hence 
the urgent need for prompt action. 

We all hope that a note of false economy 
may not be used to defeat this important 
piece of legislation. The best economy in 
the field of medical education today is ade
quate support and expansion of the fac111ties 
now available in well-established medical 
colleges. 

I will be very glad to answer any questions 
regarding the urgent need for this important 
measure. 

Very truly yours, 
W. E. BROWN, M. D., Dean. 

JANUARY 27, 1950, 
Hon. ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 

United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 

As chancelor of the University of Chicago 
and chairman of the committee on Federal 
aid to medical schools of the American As
sociation of Universities, I want to bear ur
gent witness to the critical and immediate 
need of the medical schools of this country. 
President Conant's recent statement on the 
precarious financial condition of Harvard 
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Medical a.nd Public Health Schools is appli
cable in my opinion to every school in the 
country training personnel for the profes
sions concerned with health. The cost of 
providing instruction of high quality for doc
tors and other medical personnel far exceeds 
the funds available from tuition and other 
sources. Without operating funds, schools 
will be unable to maintain current enroll
ments-already dangerously low-and im
prove present standards of instruction. Pub
lic support in the form of Federal funds is 
essential if schools are to fulfill their public 
responsibility, providing enough well-trained 
personal to meet the health needs of the 
Nation. Whatever action may be taken on 
any other aspect of providing adequate 
health services, the country cannot afford to 
let existing shortages. of trained health per
sonnel increase in severity. I therefore urge 
your efforts toward prompt passage of H. R. 
5940, feeling convinced that in its present 
form the bill affords adequate prqtection of 
academic and administrati'\'.e freedom while 
providing reasonable control of the .expedi
ture of public funds . 

ROBERT HUTCHINS, 
Chairman of the Committee on Fed

eral Aid to Medical Schools of the 
American Association of Universi
t ies and Chancelor of the University 
of Chicago. 

MARCH 7, 1950. 
EXCERPT FROM JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT• 

TEE ON THE ECONOMIC REPORT, SUBCOMMIT
TEE ON Low-INCOME FAMILIES 
Senate recommendations, lncluding-
2. Federal assistance in training of doctors 

and nurses. · 
3. Federal assistance to existing medical 

schools and to establish new medical schools 
where needed. 

Majority supporting: Senator SPARKMAN; 
Senator FLANDERS; Representative WALTER 
HUBER, Democrat, Ohio; Representative 
FRANK BUCHANAN, Democrat, Pennsylvania. 

RICH opposed to health plan. 

[From the University of Southern California 
Medical Bulletin of April 1950), 

Why has the cost of medical education 
ben discussed earnestly at every meeting of 
the Association of American Medical Colleges 
held in the past few years? What is the sit
uation in the Nation's medical schools? Is 
such grave concern justified? 

The general rise in costs during and since 
the war has engulfed medical schools in seri
ous financial difficulties. Engaged in a type 
of education which has always been highly 
expensive, they have recently been con
fronted with 30-50 percent increases in sal
aries, a 50-150 percent rise in the cost of 
equipment and supplies, and the added ex
pense of increased enrollments demanded by 
the public. 

Meanwhile, earnings on investments have 
fallen, and universities have suffered a de
cline in income which has become critical. 
To offset this somewhat, tuition has been 
raised, but in no school to a compensat ory 
level. The result has ben a disastrous in
crease in the proportion of educational ex
penses not covered by tuition. 

The seriousness of this problem is well 
illustrated by the experience of our own 
school of medicine, for which the figures in 
the table below are presented. 

The most significant figures are those show
ing a rise of more than 450 percent in edu
cational costs not covered by tuition and 
fees. These costs amounted to about $1,054 
in the early 1930's for a 4-year medical edu
cation for one student. The cost of such an 
education today, above and beyond that 
portion met by tuition and fees, is more 
than five times as great, or about $5,884. On 
the basis of this figure, each class of 65-67 
students requires an e:;p:md'tu:;e by the uni-

versity of over $388,000 by the time it has 
graduated. Such an amount is not easily 
provided. It represents a considerable sacri
fice by the university and is an annual 
contribution to the medical profession and 
to the community which deserves to be rec
ognized. 

The problem at our institution is not dif
ferent from that at other medical schools, 
and the above figures coincide closely with 
those presented by Alan Valentine, president 
of the University of Rochester_, in an address 
to the Association of American Medical Col
leges in May 1948. He pointed out that for 
American schools as a group, tuition and 
fees covered approximately 70 percent of the 
cost of medical education in 1910, but less 
than 30 percent in 1948. 

1933-34 1949-50 fu~~-~= 
-----------·(---------
Teaching budget 1 ____________ $108, 000 $555, 175 322 
Undergraduate enrollment____ 158 267 69 
Total cost per student per 

year________________________ $683 $2, 079 204 
Tuition and fees per year_____ $420 $608 47 
Percent of cost covered by 

tuition_____________________ 61 29 -53 
Cost not covered by tuition, 

per student per year________ $263 $1, 471 458 

1 ot including funds for operation of teaching and 
research facilities Oight, heat, telephones, etc.). 

The resulting financial problem is particu
larly serious for those schools which are 
maintained by private universities, including 
those which are heavily endowed, and has 
obvious implications for the medical profes
sion since for years 66 percent of all Ameri
can physicians have graduated from private 
universities. 

The medical schools of State universities 
have not entirely escaped the situation 
either, for they have been confronted with 
the same rising costs, and their increasing 
budgetary requests have been received by 
State legislatures with growing concern. 

It is readily understandable, then, why 
both private and public medical schools 
are appealing so earnestly to their alumni 
fol' support. It is also clear why these 
schools, through the Association of Ameri
can Medical Colleges, have finally turned to 
the Federal Government for aid, not only 
to support their research programs, but to 
provide necessary funds for at least minimal 
teaching expenses. 

On August 3, 1949, the United States Sen
ate Committee on Labor and Public Welfare 
reported favorably on a bill to provide Fed
eral -subsidies to medical schools. This bill, 
S. 1453, provides $500 for each medical stu
dent up to the school's average past enroll
ment, and $1,000 for each additional student 
up to 30 percent of the past average enroll
ment. Total payments may not exceed 40 
percent of the school's budget. These sub
sidies are not scholarships, and Federal 
scholarships will not be awarded unless 
schools are unable to fill their enrollments. 
Funds under this bill would be provided for 
5 years except scholarship funds which 
would extend over 8 years . Although as orig
inally proposed this bill contains certain 
controversial provisions, an acceptable meas
ure providing for such Federal aid may soon 
become law. 

It wil! be almost impossible to prevent a 
gradual deterioration of medical education 
in the United States, and a fall in the stand
ards of medical practice throughout the 
Nation, unless such Federal aid is provided, 
or unless markedly increased private philan
thropic support can be obtained. 

The University of Southern California is 
a private, nonsectarian institution. It stands 
for opportunity, individual initiative, and 
private enterprise. Together with other 
private educational institutions, it forms a 
stanch bulwark of our modern society. If 
its credo is to be better upheld, and if its 
position in our society is to be strengthened, 

the greatest proportion of its support must 
come from private citizens. 

The ·financial nei:id of our medical school 
is a grave problem. It must be given serious 
attention by every student, teacher, and 
graduate of the school, and every layman in
terested in its welfare. It must be placed 
before the public as sympathetically, clearly, 
and forcefully as p~ssible.-R. B. B. and 
J. N. D. 

THE CR'EIGHTON UNIVERSITY, 
. , SCHOOL OF MEDICINE, 

Omaha, Nebr., May 4, 1950. 
. The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: I would like to call 

.your attention to the present status of H. R. 
5940. which is now under consideration by the 
Committee on Intertsate and Foreign Com
merce . . 

It is believed that if the critical financial 
condition of most of the privately owned 
schools of medicine was known by the Mem
bers of Congress, the present bill, H. R. 5940, 
would be approved and passed with very 
few changes. 

The average cost pf medical education per 
student per year in the United States is 
about $2,500. - The . average yearly tuition 
paid by .each of .these students is about $600. 
The medical schools are, therefore, required 
to pay out of their own funds the difference 
between the cost of education and the 
tuition which amounts to an average of 
about $1,900 per year per student. 

The Creighton University is opposed to the 
recommendations of the American Medical 
Association that Federal aid to medical e_du
cation is limited to 30 percent of the school's 
annual cost of instruction. The Creighton 
University favors that the limit remain at 
not less than 40 percent of the annual cost 
of instruction as is shown in the present 
bill. 

Section 372 of H. R. 5940 "Payments to 
schools for costs of instruction" is entirely 
acceptable to this school. 

The Creighton University is opposed to the 
payments being made to the various States 
instead of directly to the schools because, 
as you can well understand, the private uni
versities would not receive any of the funds 
because many of these States have laws for
bidding the allocation of any funds to pri
vate schools. 

The Creighton University naturally is op
posed to any type of Federal control over 
medical education, but believes that her in
terests are adequately protected by both 
Senate and House bills. However, if provi
sions similar to those contained in section 
2, S. 246, are desired by others interested in 
medical education these changes would be 
entirely satisfactory to the Creighton Uni
versity. 

If there is any doubt in the minds of 
any of the committee members concerning 
the attitude of the representatives of the 
privately owned schools of medicine regard
ing· Federal aid to medical education, I rec
ommend that the committee ask each medi
cal school to send a representative to appear 
before the committee without expense to the 
Government and explain the stand taken 
by his school in this matter. 

I am sure that it is the general opinion of 
the administrators of the privately owned 
medical schools that the matter of Federal 
aid to medical education is not the problem 
of the medical schools as the American Medi
cal Association does not provide any funds 
whatsoever to help in the maintenance of 
the schools. The medical schools are in
dependent organizations and, as such, their 
representatives should be asked to appear be
fore the committee to give first-hand infor
mation regarding this su bject. 

Sincerely you!'s, 
P. J. CARROLL, M. D., Dean. 
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MEHARRY MEDICAL COLLEGE, 

Nashville, Tenn. 
The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: Without unforeseen and seem
ingly unavailable grants from private phil
anthropy and without Federal aid to medi
cal, dental and nursing education as pro
posed in legislation now pending before Con
gress, Meharry Medical College of Nashville, 
Tenn., an institution that continues to train 
over 50 percent of the Negro physicians and 
dentists for this country, may be forced to 
curtail its program in 1950-51 below the 
standards required 'for national accredita
tion. 

This would be a staggering blow to an 
institution that has successfully maintained 
national standards In the face of almost 
unsurmountable difticulties since its found
ing in 1876. 

The administration, the faculty, staff, and 
student body, along with 3,000 loyal alumni 
urge that you carefully consider the plight 
of this and other privately endowed insti
tutions when this bill is brought before you 
for decision. 

We hope that aid will be fort:Q.coming from 
your vote. With a prayer, we leave this im
portant matter in your capable hands. 

Sincerely, 
M. DON CLAWSON, 

President. 

UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA, 
DEPARTMENT OF MEDICINE, 

Charlottesville, May 6, 1950. 
The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 

Member of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: May I urge that you, 
as a member of the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce, give favorable 
consideration to the Emergency Professional 
Health Training Act of 1950, H. R. 5940. 

The financial status of many of the finest 
medical schools in the United States is in
secure and it is generally agreed that unless 
Federal aid is obtained, the quality of in
struction will deteriorate or some schools 
may find it necessary to close. Further
more, we are under constant pressure to in
crease enrollment and produce a larger 
number of physicians tO meet the needs of 
the country, yet cannot do so within the 
limitations of our existing staffs · and 
facilities. 

Certainly, the keystone of the health pro
gram is the production of an adequate num. 
ber of well-trained personnel. I know of 
no better investment of Federal funds in 
the fields of health or education than one 
which would accomplish that objective. 

Sincerely yours, 
VERNON W. LIPPARD, M. D., Dean. 

RESOLUTION OF THE ASSOCIATION . OF URBAN 
UNIVERSITIES, OCTOBER 31, 1949 

The Association of Urban Universities, 
whose membership institutions are carry
ing a large percentage of the burden of 
medical, dental, and nursing education, 
voices its approval of S. 1453, the emergency 
health training bill, which would provide 
outright Federal financial aid to institutions 
supporting education in these health fields. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY, 
COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS 

AND SURGEONS, 
New York, N. Y., May 19, 1950. 

The Honorable A:NDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
Commi ttee on Interstate and Foreign 

Commerce, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: May we express 
the earnest hope that your committee will 
have favorable consideration to the bill now 
before your committee proposing an amend
ment of the Public Health Service Act and 
Vocational Education Act of 1946 to provide 

an emergency 5-year -program of grants for 
professional education. · 

This is a matter of great urgency in the 
over-all problem of supplying adequate 
numbers of well-qualified physicians and 
other professional personnel to meet the 
needs of the country. Many of the profes
sional schools are in serious need of financial 
assistance if they are to maintain their public 
responsi bill ties. 

Hoping that this important legislation may 
have favorable consideration, I am, 

Respectfully yours, 
WILLARD C. RAPPLEYE, M. C., 

Dean and Vice President in Charge 
of Medical Affairs, Columbia Uni
versity . . 

THE UNIVERSITY OF BUFFALO, 
Buffalo, N. Y., June 3, 1950. 

Hon. ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Committee, House of Representa
tives, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN BIEMILLER: I am 
writing to urge you to vote favorably on the 
passage of H. R. 5940, the bill for the support 
of medical and other professional education 
which is to be considered by the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce on 
June 6. 

The University of Buffalo, a privately en
dowed institution, now trains medical stu
dents, dental students, and nursing stu
dents. Plans have been prepared for the 
construction of a new medical school which 
will enable the university to increase by 25 
to 50 percent the number of medical and 
dental students it can train. The Uni
versity of Buffalo has increased the budgetary 
support of the medical school very consider
ably over the last few years, but cannot sup
ply what is really needed to develop the pres
ent school to the full. It certainly needs 
Federal assistance to increase the number 
of graduates. The problem which faces this 
school faces all medical schools and uni
versities in some measure. Hence the urgent 
need for the support of the proposed b111, 
H. R. 5940, on which I again urge your favor
able action. 

Sincerely yours, 
s. P. CAPEN. 

LOYOLA UNIVERSITY, 
:SCHOOL OF MEDICINE, 

Chicago, Ill., May 31, 1950. 
The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN: The purpose of this 
letter is to make a statement with reference 
to the emergency health training bill, H. R. 
5940, providing Federal aid to institutions 
engaged in training for the health profes
sions.. (The companion bill, S. 2246, has · 
already been passed.) 

The position of Loyola University, com
prising a medical school, a dental school, and 
a school of nursing education, is as follows: 

1. We earnestly favor the passage of H. 
R. 5940. 

2. We understand that the American Medi
cal Association wanted the financial limit of 
aid set at 30 percent. This, of course, would 
mean that the schools which most need the 
aid would get far less help than if the figure 
had been left at 40 or 50 percent of the total 
budget of the school is far more consonant 
with the purpose of the bill. · 

Any assistance that you might extend 
will be noted and appreciated. 

Respectfully yours, 
MICHAEL I. ENGLISH, s. J., Regent. 

MARQUETTE UNIVERSITY, 
COLLEGE OF NURSING, 

Milwaukee, Wis., June 1, 1950. 
The Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER# 

The House of .Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. BIEMILI;ER: We would like you to 
k:.iow that we are interested in bill H. R. 5940, 

relative to Federal aid to health education. 
If nursing schools and other schools engaged 
in health education are to continue to func
tion as educational institutions, it is impera
tive that they receive F'ederal aid. We have 
over 500 students enrolled in our school. Of 
this number, about 150 are in the basic pro
gram, the others are graduate nurses prepar
ing for teaching, supervision, and public 
health positions. We shall appreciate your 
efforts in behalf of bill H. R. 5940. 

Very truly yours, 
Sister M. THOMAS, O. S. F., 

Dean, «.;ollege of Nursing. 

UNIVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE, 
Louisville, Ky., May 31, 1950. 

'J.'he Honorable ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: Thank you for hav

ing taken the time and trouble to reply 
so carefully and thoughtfully to my recent 
letter to you concerning the mental-health 
legislation. Thank you in particular for 
going out of your way to call my attention 
to the present status of H. R. 5940. 

I did not know that the latter bill would 
be up for consideration on .June 5, but I 
bad already written Congressman UNDER
WOOD in connection with that bill, as you 
have suggested. With some of the objec
tions to the bill eliminated, as I understand 
they have been, I do hope that you will see 
your way clear to support it vigorously so 
that our medical schools can do the job 
they should do, but are not now able to, 
to the end that the welfare of the people 
will be better safeguarded. 

Very sincerely, 
J. MUP.RAY KINSMAN, M. D., Dea!'-. 

UNION UNIVERSITY, 
.ALBANY MEDICAL COLLEGE, 
Albany, N. Y., May 11, 1950. 

Hon. ANDREW J. BIEMILLER, 
House Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN BIEMILLEa: I under

stand that the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce now bas before it a sub
stitute bill for H. R. 5940, a bill to aid medi-

. c:.l education. I am familiar with the major 
changes made by the subcommittee and feel 
that these changes are sound and wise. 

I know that you are well aware that the 
quality of medical care the patient receives 
from his physician is largely determined by 
the quality of medical education the physi
cian has experienced. I know also that you 
are aware of the forces, completely outside 
th~ control of medical colleges, which have 
so greatly increased their costs in the past 
5 or 6 years. Speaking only for Albany 
Medical College, although I think you will 
find similar situations at most other medical 
colleges, I can ·say that only if our income 
is substantially increased can we maintain 
the high level of medical education from 
which the public benefits so greatly. 

In view of these facts, I hope that _you 
will exert your full influence to secure 
passage of the substitute bill to aid medical 
education. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. S. CUNNINGHAM, M. D., Dean. 

As far as I am concerned, the deaf, 
dumb, and blind attitude of the AMA 
on this subject is its number one crime 
against the public interest in this session 
of Congress. 
AMA KILLED PERMANENT DISABILITY INSURANCE 

'The mounting tempo of AMA activity 
on the congressional front is also evi
denced in our social security legislation. 
It was AMA testimony that was pri
marily responsible for the Senate's re
moval of a permanent disability insur
ance program from the social security 
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bill, H. R. 6000, after it had been approved 
by the House. Note the significance 
here. In the first session of this Con
gress the Senate approved Federal aid 
to medical education unanimously . and 
the House was proud to include disability 
insurance as a progressive part of its 
broadening and improving of our social 
security system. In the second session, 
a House committee has tied the aid to 
medical education bill in knots and a 
Senate committee slashed the perma
nent disability insurance program to 
ribbons. Could it be that hundreds of 
thousands of dollars expended in lobby
ing in the interim are paying off? 

The testimony of the AMA representa
tives on disability insurance is revealing 
in several other ways. For instance, al
though the AMA's national ruling group, 
the House of Delegates, was careful to 
oppose disability insurance only, several 
of its representatives delivered broad
sides against the widely accepted prin
ciples of ::ocial security in general. And 
all spoke as standpatters who believed 
that any improvement in our present 
public health standards of systems . 
would inevitably lead to the abysmal pit 
of "socialized medicine." 

Dr. R. L. Sensenich, then immediate 
past president of the AMA and a member 
of the omnipotent board of trustees, had 
extraordinarily interesting reasons for 
opposing disability insurance-which 
would simply provide that people eligible 
for old age benefits who became perma
nently disabled before the usual age for 
retirement receive their benefits at that 
age. They are after all in equal need of 
funds and as · deserving of them. In 
fact, many of ·those receiving old age 
benefits are better able to earn their 
own livings than those who have been 
early crippled by the accidents or ill
nesses so frequent in our complex 
society. 

Said Dr. Sensenich about protecting 
these people: 

It will only multiply the opportunity for 
malingering. 

The American people have been the 
subject of autocratic insult before, but 
that one is topped only by Dr. Sen
senich's further remark: 

It places a brake on the incentive of the 
sick and disabled to desire recovery. 

I hesitate to make serious answer to 
such patently insubstantial and slurring 
testimony, but the record of the perma
nent disability insurance program under 
the Railway Retirement Act is too per
fect an answer to pass by. It is the 
unanimous opinion of those who have 
administered this legislation that there 
has been a minimum of anything that 
might possibly be called malingering, 
that anybody who can get well is only 
·too happy to do so. 

FOUGHT ENTIRE SOCIAL SECURITY BILL 

There is other equally interesting 
testimony including that by the repre
sentative of the Colorado Medical Soci
ety who pronounced himself opposed. to 
the entire social security bill. And there 
were no murmurs of dissent from his 
colleagues. I will only note one other 
statement here, one of par ticular inter
est to me because it comes from Dr. 

Gunnar Gupdersen of Lacrosse in my 
own home State of Wisconsin. 

Dr. Gundersen concurred in a state
ment that our state medical society sur
veyed the entire State in 1936-37 and 
found: 

Nobody in the State needing medical care 
but what had access to it from the stand
point of proximity and their ability to pay 
for it. 

That statement ignores the bitter 
battles still being waged in Wisconsin's 
rural areas to get refugee doctors li
censed by the State board-controlled by 
the State medical society-because of the 
desperate physician shortages in their 
areas. The statement blandly ignores 
the truth, There are plenty of people 
in Wisconsin, jui?t as elsewhere, who need 
medical care who are not getting it be
cause of shortages of medical personnel 
or of cash to pay for it. I suspect the 
State society's survey was made among 
doctors and the people who came into 
their offices, not those remote or unable 
to pay the price. 

BLOCKED SCHOOL HEALTH BILL 

How about item number three? Well, 
there is the rear guard action against 
aid to local public health units, the oper
ational units of public health, the units 
which really carry the health battle in 
the field. Also the AMA can take credit 
for blocking the school health bill-a bill 
to strengthen health work for all 
children. 

There is also the continuing battle 
against national health insurance, a bat
tle waged with unremitting ferocity of 
phrase and word pictures calculated to 
lift the scalps of unsuspecting patients 
who never heard before that insurance 

. was socialistic or that the Democratic 
Party was really the front for Marxist 
plotters against the welfa.re of the Na
tion. The story of that national health 
insurance struggle is properly one that 
concerns more than this one session of 
Congress, one that I want to recite as 
background for the AMA's remarkable 
recent achievements. But before I begin 
that story, let me complete the record 
for the Eighty-first Congress, the record 
of deadly dedication to the status quo 
summed up in a remarkable pamphlet 
distributed only to members of the AMA 
in attendance at what was called the Sec
ond· National Conference of the National 
Education Campaign of the AMA in 
February of this year in Chicago. 

AMA CAMPAIGN STRATEGY 

Part II of this booklet is titled Cam
paign Strategy and Policies. It is writ
ten by Clem Whitaker, the male half of 
the husband-wife huckster team, the di
rectors of this so-called educational cam
paign. For your edification, this is what 
it says, and again I quote exactly: 

From our standpoint, the fundamental 
question involved in compulsory health in
surance is much more adapted to effective, 
clear-cut presentation than the h idden threat 
in a bill to provide Federal aid to medical 
education, the danger in a sickness-disability 
section of a proposed social-security program, 
or the entering wedge for socialized medicine 
that is adroitly wrapped in a school health 
bill. 

I interrupt at this point in Mr. Whit
aker's adroit presentation to raise the 

possibility that the hidden threats are 
hard to find because they are not threats 
at all, that they are neither dangerous 
nor entering wedges, that no one who 
proposes them favors socialized medicine. 
But, to continue with the master of med
ical ceremonies, Mr. Whitaker: 

No one of the fringe bills, by itself, wou ld 
u sher in a complete system of socialized 
medicine___; ·. 

Note the adroit wrapping of under
statement--
but each of the bills is design ed to achieve 
part of that object ive. 

Now Mr. Whitaker does not define what 
a fringe bill is, but the record would 
seem to indicate that it is any public
health bill. Which brings us to the most 
recent of the AMA's official posit ions on 
a measure involving the public health 
and security. 

AMA BLOCKS SOLDIERS' DEPENDENTS BENEFITS 

I quote from a United Press report of 
August 21: 

The American Medical Association today 
blasted as impractical ·and harmful to na
tional defense a proposal to give Government 
medical care to ,dependents of men in the 
Armed Forces. 

Dr. Walter P. Martin, of Norfolk, Va. , told 
a House Armed Services Subcommittee that 
the plan would have far-reaching possibili
ties of harm to the defense effort and would 
overload military hospitals with women and 
children. 

The motivation of a statement like 
that is apparent almost on the surface. 
The provision itself was the product of 
the Defense Department's analysis of the 
situation, an attempt to see that the 
men we have called upon to make the 
only real sacrifice as a result of the 
Korean situation would not have double 
sacrifice inflicted upon them through the 
hardships of their dependents. 

Did the AMA have a substitute pro
posal ready? No. 

The issue presented by this opposition 
has not yet been resolved in this Con
gress, but the AMA's calm indifference to 
the needs of women and children is on 
the record in permanent fashion. 

The foregoing recital certainly would 
indicate the AMA's interest in legislation 
on social and health matters beyond any 
question. But you say you haye only 
talked about the bills they oppose. Cer
tainly an organization with the pro
fessional standing and membership of 
the AMA has made some constructive, 
concrete proposals for improving the Na
tion's health. Certainly there has been 
some yea-saying to go along with all 
this nay-saying. But you will search in 
vain for any constructive proposal in 
this session initiated by the AMA. 

LONG RECORD OF REACTION 

Well, you may say, there is another 
possible explanation of all this that will 
not bring too great discredit on those 
who have misled the doctors of the 
United States. Perhaps, this is just one 
reactionary administration, a clique 
which has briefty seized power and has 
been responsible for this indefensible 
record during the period of the Eighty
:first Congress. I am afraid that anal
ysis fails too. Let us look at the AMA's 
-history of activities up to and including 
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the arrival of hucksters Whitaker and 
Baxter as grand viziers to the hierarchy. 

This is the history which led· 170 of 
America's most eminent-and also con
servative-men of medicine to send an 
open letter of protest to the AMA when 
its ruling group first voted a secret 
e.ssessment of $25 per doctor for its multi
million dollar war chest. In this action, 
later supported by thousands who re
fused to pay the assessment despite fears 
of such reprisals as loss of hospital con
nection or of membership in the all im
portant local medical societies, these 
doctors warned their fellow physicians 
and the American public: 

If the funds are to be used for propaganda 
and legislative lobbying instead of develop
ing a comprehensive medical-care program, 
we are heartily opposed to the levy and shall 
refuse to pay it, and we urge all physicians 
with a sense of responsibility for the future 
of American medicine to register their pro
test. The significance of stand-pat propa
ganda will not escape the public. This will 
add to the already firmly rooted suspicion 
that the association's objectives are primarily 
economic and selfish. • • • Now is the 
time to voice our disapproval of the leader
ship and policies of the association. 

What did the AMA political lobby do? 
Let me quote Senator WAYNE MORSE, Re
publican of Oregon, who told the United 
States S~nate how this lobby retaliated 
against the distinguished pediatrician, 
Dr. Myron E. Wegman of Louisiana State 
University, one of the 170 signers: "This 
doctor, who is a m~mber of the faculty 
of one of our leading medical schools, 
had been invited to lecture at a post
graduate course for practicing physicians 
in Arkansas to help improve their tech
niques in caring for babies and protect
ing the lives of babies." Senator MORSE 
then traced how the Arkansas State 
Medical Society brought pressure to 
force withdrawal of the invitation, al
though the program had already been 
published. 

"As a result," Senator MORSE declared, 
''the doctors of Arkansas did not get the 
benefit of the knowledge of this expert 
on how to save the lives of babies. 
I am shocked at this callous disregard 
of basic rights by the American Medical 
Association and its allies and sate.Hites." 

DOCTORS FEAR RECRIMINATION 

This is a specific instance-but by no 
means an isolated one-of the -high
handed, repressive methods organized 
medicine will use to prevent individual 
doctors from expressing themselves 
against the AMA's vicious campaign 
against the President's health program. 
From virtually every city and State come 
reports of doctors who deeply resent the 
tactics of organized medicine, but who 
are forced into acquiescence, lest they 
jeopardize their professional careers. In 
Baltimore, for example, a prominent 
physician declared: "There are not three 
doctors in this whole city among all 
those who are for national health in
surance who will dare to speak out in 
public debate. And one of those three 
is a Negro doctor whom the AMA can't 
hurt anyhow, since he is barred from the 
local medical society because of color.'' 

Everywhere, doctors who want to sup
port the President's national health 
program are afraid to state their posi-

tion publicly. They know that recrimi
nation will be swift if they accept invita
tions to speak on the radio, or address 
civic groups, or write letters to the edi
tor or exercise their right as individuals 
to work for the program they believe will 
provide better medical care for all our 
people. And so these honest doctors · 
have been pressured and intimidated 
into silence. 

CALLED VOLUNTARY PLANS COMMUNISM 

The AMA's record toward voluntary 
plans is an excellent demonstration of· 
its emotional oppostion to even the most 
modest steps to extend adequate medical 
care to our people. Today, the AMA 
claims that voluntary plans by them
selves can finance America's health 
needs. Faced with the demand for na
tional health insurance, the AMA's 
lobby pays lip service to the very plans 
which it once so bitterly condemned. 
And even while publicly praising volun
tary health insurance, behind the scenes, 
organized medicine is still trying to 
destroy those consumer plans which it 
cannot dominate. 

Here are some high lights from that 
long, devious record: 

In 1932, the AMA-now the great de
f ender of voluntary insurance-blasted 
these plans in its Journal as "socialism, 
communism-inciting to revolution.'' It 
likened group medical practice to "medi
cal soviets." 

The AM.A rejected the majority report 
of the famed Committee on the Costs 
of Medical Care, headed by the late Dr. 
Ray L. Wilbur, former AMA president, 
ex-Secretary of the Interior under Her
bert Hoover. Thirty-five out of the 
forty-eight members of that committee 
urged that medical care be financed 
through voluntary prepaid insurance. 
Nine members of the AMA hierarchy 
signed a minority report hostile to vol
untary plans. They said flatly: "These 
schemes have everywhere failed." The 
majority was for voluntary plans. In the 
AMA's usual fashion, the minority will 
prevailed and was espoused in the Jour
nal as "Americanism versus Sovietism 
for the American people." 

ORIGINALLY FOUGHT BLUE CROSS 

The early history of Blue Cross proved 
that the policy of organized medicine 
was flatly hostile to voluntary plans. 
When Blue Cross began in 1933, it faced 
fierce opposition from local medical 
societies. 

A half-baked scheme-

Declared-the AMA Journal-
au sorts of hospitalization insurance schemes 
[are] mechanization of medical practice. 

When the American College of Sur
geons approved Blue Cross, the AMA's 
ruling clique promptly lashed out at this 
distinguished professional group, calling 
its recognition of Blue Cross "an appar
ent attempt to dominate and control the 
nature of medical practice." When Blue 
Cross plans offered subscribers X-ray 
and laboratory services, organized medi
cine again cried "invasion of private 
medical practice." It called the exten
sion of these services "socialized medi· 
cine." 

Thus, these cries of "Wolf, wolf, social
ized wolf," were originally hurled by the 

great def ender of the voluntary plans at 
·these very same plans just a few short 
years ago. 

When the AMA found itself unable to 
halt the growing public demand for vol
untary insurance, it tried a new battle
plan. It set up its own Blue Shield plan 
offering limited surgical care. At the 
same time, organized medicine continued 
to use legal and professional pressures 
to block all consumer plans. Organized 
medicine did not drop its feud, however, 
with Blue Cross. In Wisconsin, for ex
ample, as late as 1940, the State Medical 
Society forbade local units to cooperate 
with Blue Cross. 

In 1934, AMA declared as official pol
icy: 

All features of medical service in any 
· method of medical practice should be under 
the control of the medical profession. No 
oth"r body or individual is legally or edu
cationally equipped to exercise such control. 

ESTABLISHED MEDICAL MONOPOLY 

Accordingly, in line with this new bat
tle-plan, organized medicine secured re
strictive laws in 22 States which pre
vented the public from organizing their 
own volutary plans. Thus, between 1939 
and 1946, farmers, co-ops, labor unions, 
and other consumer groups lost the right 
to set up comprehensive insurance plans 
with qualified doctors and surgeons of 
their own choice. 

In many instances, the consumer plans 
fought for survival and, backed by the 
public, they won. In Washington, D. C., 
a nonprofit prepayment plan began its 
fight in 1937 against the AMA-that 
great defender of the voluntary plans
and did not rest until it won it 6 years 
later. In 1943, the United States Su
preme Court unanimously upheld a lower 
court conviction of the AMA and its local 
medical society for violation of the anti
trust laws. 

The public's fight for freedom to or
ganize voluntary plans is continuing 
against organized medicine this very 
day. In San Diego, Calif., an indepen
dent nonprofit consumer plan has hailed 
the local medical society into court, 
charging it with a systematic drive to 
destroy the consumer plan through 
whispering campaigns, smear ads, and 
reprisals against the plan's doctors and 
patients. 

In Oregon, too, local medical societies 
have been prosecuted by the Federal 
Government for conspiracy to monopo
lize prepaid plans and for resort to the 
same unfair practices as in San Diego. 
Some one hundred physicians have 
charged that organized medicine took 
action against them when they at
tempted to work with consumer plans. 

This pattern is duplicated in many 
parts of this country. The Department 
of Justice has found it necessary to in
vestigate some sixteen medical societies 
following the complaints of doctors and 
patients of consumer plans. 

Even for its own plans, AMA enthu
siasm has always been lukewarm at best. 
A proposal to put Blue Cross and Blue 
Shield on a national basis was rejected 
only 2 years ago, causing Dr. Paul Haw
ley, then director of both plans, to warn 
the leaders of organized medicine: 

The demand for more comprehensive med
ical care and budgeting its costs has grown 
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within 10 years from a whisper to a roar. 
Our people will not be denied much longer. 
I emphasize that the welfare of our people 
must be given at least as much consideration 
as the welfare of the health professions. 
Too many physicians regard medical care as 
their exclusive prerogative. We must recog
nize that the consumer of medical care also 
has a great stake in it. 

The basic reason for AMA rejection of 
Dr. Hawley's proposal was voiced as far 
back as 1936 when its then president
elect, Dr. J. Tate Mason, condemned vol
untary plans as the start of a · trend 
toward general socialization. 

In another· instance, when a voluntary 
rural prepayment ho.spital plan was 
launched at Elk City, Okla.; the local 
medical society translated AMA obstruc
tionist policy in to unscrupulous action. 
The society eliminated the plan's foun
der, Dr.· Michael Shadid, by the device of 
meeting, voting to disband, then reor
ganizing withoµt his name on its rolls. 

These are but a few examples that are 
taken from hundreds of instances of 
continuous obstructionist activity. In 
the face· of this record, however, ·the 
·American Medical Association has the 
cynical audacity to tell Congress that it 
supports voluntary plans and believes 
they can provide adequate medical care 
for all our people. . 

What is- the reason behind this two
faced maneuver? In· their Simplified 
Blueprint of the Campaign Against Com
pulsory Health Insurance, the ' AMA's 
highly paid lobbyists state baldly: "De
f eating compulsory health insurance is 
the immediate job." In order "to get 
medicine of! the defensive," they propose 
to promote voluntary health insurance. 

But organized medicine has not lim
ited its activities solely to fighting Na
tional Health Insurance. It has stepped 
again and again beyond the proper 
bounds of medical care to prescribe eco
nomic treatment for our body politic. 
Here are a few pills that organized medi
cine has , tried to force down the public 
throat in the past: 

FOUGHT TB REPORTING 

First. Organized medicine opposed a 
generation ago the requirement that all 
cases of tuberculosis be reported to a 

· public authority-the foundation of all 
tuberculosis control methods. 

Second. Organized medicine opposed 
inoculation against smallpox, diphtheria 
immunization and other preventive 
measures against contagious disease by 
public-health agencies on the ground 
that it would hurt the economic inter-

. ests of private physicians. 
Third. Organized medicine fought 

workmen's compensation, denouncing it 
as "socialism." 

Fourth . . organized medicine's ruling · 
body unanimously opposed the National 
Tuberculosis Control Act a week before 
Congress unanimously passed it. 

Fifth. Organized medicine opposed the 
first bills to grant Federal aid to the 
States to reduce infant and maternal 
mortalities. When Congress passed the 
Sheppard-Towner Maternity Welfare 
bill in 1921, the AMA house of delegates 
labeled the act "Federal bureaucratic in
terference with the sacred rights of the 
American home." Again in 1930, the 
same body again condemned the meas-. 

ure as unsound in policy . and tending 
to promote com~unism. 

CALLED SOCIAL SECURITY COMMUNISM 

· Sixth. Organized medicine took a 
jaundiced view of the Social Security 
Act, passed in 1935. Declared the AMA 

· Journal: 
The Social Security Act is designed to work 

a revolution in the ·social and political rela
tions of the people and of the several States 
to the Federal Government. To what extent 

·it ls constitutional and to what extent un
constitutional is a question that the journal 
·cannot decide. 

In behalf. of the AMA Board of Trus
tees in 1939, Dr. Fishbein condemned 
·old-age and unemployment insurance as 
.a "definite step toward either commu
·nism or totalitarianism." The board of 
trustees cried that social security would 
"be the first step in the breakdown of 

. American democracy, a beginning in
· vasion by the State into the personal life 
. of the individual." 

Seventh. Organized medicine opposed 
, the creation of venereal disease clinics. 
Again, it saw an invasion of private 

, practice and an· economic threat to 
doctors. 

Eighth. Organized medicine opposed-
. and still does-the creation of free diag
nostic centers for tuberculosis and 
cancer. These are viewed as further 
steps to socialized medicine. 

Ninth. Organized medicine fought the 
·American Red Cross plan of 194'1 to set 
up a Nation-wide reserve of civilian 
blood banks. Free blood for transfu-

. sions made organized medicine see red, 
as usual. It castigated the Red Cross 
for "pushing socialized medicine." A 
number of local societies . went even 
better. Said the New Orleans Medical 
and Surgical Journal in March 1948: 

The American Red Cross, while not politi
cally dominated, operates· with Government 
sponsorship; not with tax money, but with 
public subscription. The allotment of blood 
and its products by the American Red Cross 
should ultimately lead to the effect of having 
the Red Cross practice medicine. The transi
tion from this arrangement to state medicine 
could become an imminent danger. 

Tenth. Organized medicine has dis
played varying degrees of hostility to the 
development of medical research and 
knowledge by such great foundations as 
the Rockefeller Foundation, the Rosen
wald Fund, the Commonwealth Fund, 
the Milbank Memorial Fund, the Twenti
eth Century Fund, and the American 
Foundation. It has termed these ef
forts, which resulted in tremendous 
health gains for all people, "lay inter
ference" and "intrusion." 

THE GREAT:.LIE TACTIC 

This record of obstructionism, of op
position to every forward move, is just 
part of AMA's record of the last few dec
ades. It would take many more hours 
to cover the full list of shoddy, ill-ad
vised AMA policies which haye repeat
edly jeopardized . not only our standards 
of health care, but also the professional 
integrity and freedom of our press. 

Thf.ough a calculated public-relations 
campaign, organized . medici;ne has 
sought to manipulate public opinion. 
The AMA's first front group was the 
National Physicians Commi~tee, whose 

origms da:te back to 1938. It was or
.ganized ~nd led by some high-ranking 
officers o.f the _ AMA, and separately set 
up merely to protect the AMA's tax ex
emption. The National Physicians 
Committee was financed by contribu-

, tions from large patent-medicine cor
. porations and from other sources which 
closed their eyes to the shocking and ir

. respons~ble. tactics which placed all hon-
est medical practitioners in bad odor. 

The National Physicians Committee, 
·like ·all well-controlled front groups, 
:never deviated from the AMA line. It 
.put to good use .the tactic of the great 
lie, repeating : over and over the · smear 
that national health insurance is social
ized medicine and that all its supporters 
are in etie.ct acting on orders from the 
Kremlin. In the 7 years of its existence, 
this group spent well over $1,000,000 in 
its propaganda etiorts and distributed 
more than 25,000,000 pamphlets. It 
published thousands of full-page adver
tisements, hurling the term "socialized 
medicine" over the radio, through the 
mails, and through. every known tech-

. nique of public relations, including the 
direct ·lobbying of Senators and Con

·gressmen. 
PUBLIC-RELATIONS FIRM QUITS 

Responsible elements . in the AMA 
protestec,i against the National Physi
cians Committ~e and achieved a purely 
temporary victory when the public
relations. firm of Raymond Rich Asso
ciates was hired to represent the AMA. 
This firm's excellent reputation, it was 

· hoped, would help rescue the AMA's own 
name from the disrepute it was gather-

. ing under the direction of the National 
Physicians Committee. But after 17 
trying months, Raymond Rich Associates 
confessed that the AMA showed no real 
desire to follow the truth. AMA polit-

. icos turned . down Rich's honest recom
mendations; particularly one that urged 
dissociation from the National Physi-

. cians Committee. In its public state
ment of resignation, which was sent to 
all AMA officers and to Congress, this 
firm declared : . 

The very integrity and sincerity of the 
association are at stake • • . •. Stated 
simply, the association has yet to take un
equivocal and effective action on the poli
cies .whiCh it adopted on our recommenda
tion last year: to seek the truth on the ~co-

. nomic and soci~l aspects of medicine, to put 
the public first, and to become adequate to 
its responsibilities. 

. Once freed from. the moral restraints 
imposed by Raymond Rich, the National 
Physicians Coqimittee swept on without 
rein. Two incidents in its checkered 
career indicate the depths to which it 
willingly descended. 

The first concerns the pressures ex
erted on the American press through this 

. lobby's unvarnished attempt to buy edi
torial support. Two years ago the Na
tional Physicians Committee placed 
large advertisements in journalism's two 
leading trade publications, Editor and 
Publisher and Publisher's Auxiliary. 
These ads announced cash awards for 
cartoonists totaling $3,000 for the etiec-

. tive portrayal of the meaning and im

. plicatiQns of political distribution of 

. health care s~rvices in the _United States. 
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The contest's first tule declared that 
cartoons must have been published to 
be eligible. Just to make certain that 

·all cartoonists understood that only anti
health insurance jibes were wanted, the 
National Physicians Committee ·printed 
the illustration which showed national 

-health insurance as putting American 
people iJi the hands of a political quack 
while free enterprise was •in · a coffin 
ready for the graveyard. ,. 

There is no mistaking · the' National 
Physicians Committee's intent. Even so 
conservative a magazine as Editor and 
Publisher was shocked. In its next issue, 
it editorialized: "The contest rules leave 

. no doubt that this is a subtle bribe to 
cartoonists to support or oppose certain 
political beliefs • • • in other words, 
large cash awards are offered to car
toonists for doing a propaganda job in 
behalf of the physicians' committee." 

It is gratifying to note that doctors 
themselves joined with editors and car
toonists in condemning the ethics of the 
so-called contest. Fourteen nationally 
prominent physicians declared in Editor 
and ·Publisher that the National Physi
cians Committee did not speak for · all 
doctors, and that they as physicians were 
ashamed of these tactics. The doctors 
further charged the National _Physicians 
'committee with distributing canned edi
·torials which misrepresented national 
·health insurance and attempted to 
.smear it as a collective doctrine which 
emanates from Moscow. 

REPUDIATED BY JOURNALISTS 

A number of newspapers made their 
positions clear.. John S. Knight, editor 

.of the Akron Beacon-Journal scored the 
contest. The Minneapolis Star, through 
its cartoonist, Al Judd, and the Youngs
town <Ohio) Vindicator also stated pub
licly that they refused to place their edi
torial views on sale. Ralph L. Crosman, 
director of Colorado University's School 
of Journalism, wrote: "Everyone who 
understands the purpose of a free press 
in a democracy will deny the right of the 
committee thus to attem'pt to corrupt 
the press." A number of prominent jour':" 
nalists and professional societies urged 
that the contest be boycotted. 

Public opinion thus frustrated the Na
tional Physicians Committee's attempt to 
buy editorial opinion. But nothing could 
reform these political doctors whose next 
·trick was an unabashed stooping to 
racial and religious prejudice. The Na
tional Physicians Committee paid $3,000 
to the so-called "Reverend" Dan Gilbert 
for a public letter addressed from him to 

·au Protestant clergymen. The· epis.tle 
began with the salutation "Dear 
Christian-American" and continued for 
four pages of thinly disguished anti
semitism compounded with wholly ir
responsible attacks on national health 
insurance, calling it a "real threat to 
religious liberty." · 

Wrote Dan Gilbert on this issue: 
This monster of anti-Christ • • • this 

monstrosity of Bolshevik bureaucracy • • • 
would establish quotas for the baby crop 
in the same way that .the Agriculture Depart
ment sets quotas for farm production. 

The National Physicians Committee 
sent· this letter to all AMA members, 
hailing it as one of the few really vital 

XCVI--876 

pronouncements of an age. The Na
tional Physicians Committee asked that 
doctors, even at personal sacrifice, use 
the zero-hour certificate and return the 
envelope today with $250 or more. 
' Instead of checks, hundreds of pro
tests poured into AMA headquarters. 
Indignant doctors pointed out what the 
National Physicians Committee had been 
so careful to conceal-that Gilbert was 
a former associate of Gerald Winrod, 
. William Dudley Pelley, and the Fascist 
Silver Shirt gang indicted by the Federal 
Government for sedition during the war. 
These doctors also pointed out that the 
so-called Reverend Gilbert had not grad
uated from any recognized theological 
school and that his record as a rabid 
-race baiter hardly qualified him to speak 
.either in behalf. of American medicine or 
democratic principles. 

The determination of honest doctors 
throughout the country to dissociate 
themselves from such shameful prac
tices finally forced the AMA to kill the 
·National Physicians Committee this 
_year. But even so, the journal of the 
AMA, in a farewell · editorial, white
washed the NFC, declaring it had been 
a leader in the defense of American 
medicine and had the approval of the 
house of delegates of the American Med
ical Association. 

HIRES HUCKSTER FIRM 

The failure of all these efforts to stem 
the growing public demand for national
·health insurance con>;pelled the AMA to 
even further last-ditch tactics. To build 
a war chest, they secretly voted the $25 
·assessment described earlier. To head 
their misnamed national education cam
paign, AMA hired Whitaker and Baxter, 
a-California public ·relations firm with a 
long record of lobbying victories in be
·half of State antilabor laws, sales taxes 
on consumers, and special interest meas
ures ranging from utility corporations to 
dog-racing combines. For the services 
of these lobbyists, the AMA is paying 
$100,000 a year. 
· What sort of people are Whitaker and 
Baxter? What sort of professional ethics 
have they? Are they really conducting 
a bona fide . educational campaign, ex
ploring both sides of the issue, then lea v
ing it to the American people to judge 
for themselves on the basis of all the 
evidence? 

Their own record provides the best 
answer. 

One of the chief recommendations of 
-this firm was its proud boast that after 
helping to elect Earl Warren, Governor of 
California on a platform that included 
State health insurance, Whitaker and 
Baxter were chiefly responsible for di
recting the State · medical society cam
paign that wrecked this proposal. Ap
parently, professional ethics have never 
troubled Whitaker and Baxter. 
· This propaganda firm made clear at 
the outset that the AMA's campaign 
would. be ·an "education" campaign in 
name only. In· their opening addresses 
they announced bluntly that American 
doctors were not to debate the subject of 
national health insurance in public. 
Their intent, clearly, was to deny the 
American people the chance to hear both 
sides of the question and make up their 

own minds. Rather than fair debate for 
both sides, Whitaker and Baxter prefer 
to rely on a saturation campaign which 
would lay down a barrage on the Ameri
can public in their own words "of emo~ 
tional fighting prose." Their goal is the 
distribution all over the country of 100,-
000,000 copies of such appeals to emotion, 
.bias, ignorance, and fear. 
: Shortly after Whitaker and Baxter as
sumed command, the Minnesota State 
Medical Association blossomed forth with 
a resolution remarkably reminiscent o:t 
the tactics employed to buy editorial 
opinion by both t.he National Physicians 
Committee and Whitake:r: and Baxter. 
In a public statement, the Minnesota; 
State Medical Association sacrificed its 
.time-honored ban on paid advertise~ 
.ments by doctors to allow unlimited ad
vertising space for "special greetings, an~ 
nouncements, messages, and other ma
terial." In explaining its action, the 
medical society declared: 

One :..requent criticism heard from the 
press is that the .medical profession expects 
the press to maintain the entire burden of 
indirect publicity from the doctors [against 
·national health insurance] to the public 
without remuneration. 

Thus, the State medical society· is 
clearly offering newspapers paid adver
tisements in ~~change for editorial sup
port to block the President's program. 
. Unethical tactics such as this are caus
ing doctors as much concern about 
Whitaker .and Baxter as they felt about 
the National Physicians Committee. Let 
me quote from a letter which Dr. 
Thomas E. Mattingly, a prominent 
Washington physician wrote to the 
Washington Star: ' 

I was present as a visitor in our house· o! 
delegate3 when our new leadership was in
troduced and given a noisy vote of confi
dence. We, who revolted at politicians in
vading the Nation's · sickroom riow have a 
husband and wife publicity team directing 
our strategy. Miss Baxter is going to stop 
the socialization of medicine with a holy 
relic: By keeping politics out of Sir Luke 
Feld es' picture of The Doctor, she seriously 
proposes to satisfy our growing hunger for 
solvent social security within. the framework 
pf true democracy. 

Miss Baxter's husband, Clem Whitaker, is 
:the atomic task force of our new public 
relations. With the fervor of an evangelist, ' 
he exhorted us about things done and to be 
done. If he missed a single suffocating 
cliche, it was not for lack of time. When 
he was through, we gathered that Osca:r,
Ewing would never socialize medicine as long 
as Whitaker and Baxter had $3,000,000 to 
spend on tracts, holy relics, and stamps. As 
a family doctor, I have never been much for 
cure by testimonial. Whitaker and Baxter 
did not change my mind. 

As Dr. Fishbein was the repudiated sym
bol of our old reactionary leadership. 
Whitaker and Baxter are symbols of the new. 
We have turned healing ,over to publicity 
experts. In the future, if you are sick, 
list.en to your radio and don't forget to 
.open your morning mail. "Doctors" Whit
aker and Baxter may be sending you a magic 
tract. 

EDITORIAL DmECTOR QUITS 

_ Whitaker and Baxter may feel no 
qualms of conscience in the way they 
seek tQ mislead the American public 
·through their so-called education cam
·paign. But a little over a year ago; one 
.of their key assistants, resigned. David, 
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Brown, former editor of Liberty maga-
. zine, left his $15,000-a-year· position as 
editorial director of the AMA's cam
paign after a few weeks because he 
could not stand Whitaker and Baxter's 
methods. The immediate cause of dis
agreement was Whitaker and Baxter's 
claim that the Department of Justice 
was seeking to intimidate the American 
Medical Association by bringing anti
trust suits against certain medical so
cieties, and by investigating others for 
possible action. Whitaker and Baxter 
have widely trumpeted those investiga
tions as proof that the AM.A was being 
persecuted for opposing national health 
insurance. 

Did Whitaker and Baxter make even 
a passing reference to the United States 
Supreme Court decision in 1943 uphold
ing a lower court conviction of the AMA 
as a medical monopoly? 

Did Whitaker and Baxter acknowledge 
that antitrust investigations have been 
pending against a number of medical 
societies for some time? 

Did Whitaker and Baxter offer one 
shred of evidence to support the claim 
that-in their own wild words-"a police 
arm of the Government <was) in a cam
paign to discredit American medicine 
and terrorize physicians into abandon
ing their opposition to compulsory 
health insurance." 

Whitaker and Baxter certainly did 
not. Nor did they state the obvious 
truth-that these antitrust investiga
tions were undertaken by the Justice 
Department solely because doctors and 
patients in county after county through
out the United States were fighting back 
against the monopolistic practices of 
organized medicine. 

Whitaker and Baxter may have de
liberately closed their eyes to these facts, 
but their editorial director, David 
Brown, could not do so in good con
science. Brown was obviously shocked 
when these irresponsible announce
ments were made by Whitaker and Bax
ter · at a Washington press conference, 
and he investigated the charge privately, 
then resigned when he found no evidence 
to support Whitaker and Baxter's irre
sponsible headline efforts. 

Nor have Whitaker and Baxter been 
above using outright fabrications in 
their propaganda. They have invented 
a spurious quotation allegedly from 
Lenin in an effort to smear their oppo
sition. I exposed that lie in a speech to 
the House on August 26. I ask unani
mous consent to insert that speech at 
this point in the RECORD. 

AMERICAN MEDICAL AsSOCIATION MISLEADS 
THROUGH FALSE QUOTATIONS 

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Speaker, I find my
self rising in defense of this Nation against 
a ghost. 

Yes, a sinister, unscrupulous, conspira
torial ghost who has been loosed upon us 
from the grave to threaten every cherished 
American institution. 

His name, Mr. Speaker, is Vladimir lllyitch 
Lenin. 

A GHOST WALKS 

They tell me that the body, pickled and 
patched and preserved in perpetuity, lies un
der glass within a. stone tomb in Moscow's 
Red Square. 

I wish the ghost were there, too. I am 
very sur.e it does not approve _ of America, 

and if it does not like this country, I wish it 
would go back where it came from. I know 
there · are many colleagues in this House who 
will join me in saying· I do not want any part 
of this baleful Communist phantom. 

We do not want Vladimir Lenin over here, 
man or ghost. 
. Our State Department has not issued him 
a visa. Our immigration authorities, our 
border guards, would toss him out on his 
ear the minute he reached our ports of entry 
or our national boundaries. 

Then how did Vladimir Illyitch Lenin get 
over here? Who let him in? Who is shield
ing him and coddling him and quoting him 
as he goes about his errand of trying to 
sabotage American institutions? 

Mr. Speaker, among good Americans Lenin 
is nobody'r hero. But the historians tell us 
that neither is Lenin anybody's fool. I am 
sure he would be smart enough not to come 
over here of his own accord, to a country 
where he is not wanted, a country he would 
hate, and where-thank God-his philosophy 
has not a chance. 

No, Mr. Speaker, Vladimir Illyitch Lenin is 
not here on a Cook's tour, or even voluntarily 
as a spy and saboteur. He has been yanked 
out of his tomb on Red Square, and smuggled 
through the customs lines by a group of 
ideological importers who have their own 
use for him here. 

A GHOST TALKS 
For example, only a few days ago, this 

apparition of Russian bolshevism was 
dragged by the heels across the consciousness 
of the House . of Representatives. He was 
made to say to you-and I now quote right 
out of the phantom's mouth: "Socialized 
medicine is the keystone of the arch of the 
socalistic state." 

End of unwritten and unuttered quotation 
from incorporeal source. 

I say "unuttered and unwritten," Mr. 
Speaker, because these words which have 
been put into the mouth of the man who is 
dead were never spoken or set down by him 
while he was alive. 

Actually, what you were witnessing when 
you heard them spoken before this House, or 
when you read them printed in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, was one Of the greatest 
feats in the spiritual existence of mankind; 
namely, the bridging of the River Styx, the 
transmission for terrestrial ears of voices 
from the great beyond. 

SAME QUOTATION USED BEFORE 
There was an earlier attempt, Mr. Speaker, 

to perform this world-shaking feat. Some 
months ago this same voice of Vladimir 
lllyitch Lenin was heard to utter the same 
words-or so we were informed by an or
ganization which called itself the National 
Physicians Committee-the busy and always 
open mouthpiece of the American Medical 
Association. 

But the National Physicians Committee 
was out of its field. Their leaders were 
specialists in political lobbying, not mes
merism. They therefore made no claim of 
hearing the voice of Vladimir Illyitch Lenin, 
the dead. They simply stated that these 
were the words, these the sentiments of 
Vladimir Illyitch Lenin, the living. 

Alas, Mr. Speaker,. here too, the National 
Physicians Committee was shown to have 
erred. Apparently they were better lobbyists 
than they were historians. The research 
staff of the Library of Congress, among the 
ablest specialists in America in tracing his
torical documents and quotations, after 
making an exhaustive search of the entire 
collection of Lenin's public utterances and 
writings, reported that Vladimir Dlyitch 
Lenin has never made such a statement. 

QUOTATION CANNOT BE TRACED 
Mr Speaker, I quote from a letter sent by 

the Legislative Reference Service of the Li
brary of Congress to Senator JAMES E. Mua
RAY, and dat~d May 2, 1949, as follows.: 

DEAR SENATOR: The purported quotation 
from Lenin to the effect that ''Socialized 
medicine is the keystone to the arch of the 
Socialist state" has been the ·subject of con
siderable search from time to time. How
ever, all of our efforts to trace this or similar 
statements by Lenin have been to no avail. 
Our Russian specialist, Dr. Yacobson, states 
that "the Senator's doubt as to the authen-

. ticity of this quotation is justified." 
Very truly yours, 

W. C. GILBERT. 
Not that statement, Mr. Speaker, or sim

ilar statements-that is to say, anything like 
that statement-was ever made by Vladimir 
Illyitch Lenin. Not while he was alive. 

To pursue the matter further, the same 
task of research was put before the Rus
sian specialist of the University of Chi
cago. He, too, came back after long and 
arduous researches with the bewildered 
query, "Where did you ever find it? I can't." 

Whereupon the National Physicians Com
mittee itself was challenged to produce the 
source of its quotation. But there was only 
silence-a silence as deep and unfathomable 
as the tomb in Red Square where the body 
of Vladimir Illyitch Lenin lies in pickled 
perplexity, wondering when those Ameri
cans will leave his ghost alone. 

AMA CONTINUES USE OF FABRICATION 
And yet the American Medical Associa

tion has continued to bespatter the coun
try with literature containing this phantom 
quotation. The AMA's high-powered and 
high-priced lobbyists, the advertising firm 
of Whittaker & Baxter, has produced a num
ber of pamphlets trying to scare the day
lights out of the American people. One of 
these, The Voluntary Way is the American 
Way, of which, I understand, over a million 
copies have been circulated, again repeats 
this fabrication, this completely spurious 
quotation. 

It is therefore peculiarly interesting that 
I should be in receipt of a letter from Dr. 
K . H. Doege, president of the Wisconsin State 
Medical Society, admitting that the AMA has 
not been able to document this alleged state
ment. 

His letter is as follows: 
DEAR MR. BIEMILLER: I finally received a 

report from Whitaker & Baxter, of the 
National Education Campaign Committee of 
the American Medical Association, dated Au
gust 12. According to a Mr. Tod Bates, 
who signed the letter, the quotation is from 
pagE: 27 of Lawrence Sullivan's book entitled 
"The Case Against Socialized Medicine,'' pub
lished by the Statesman Press, of Washing
ton, D. C., in 1948. Mr. Sullivan's authority 
for this quotation has not been established. 
Apparently Whitaker & Baxter have made · 
an effort to go behind the quotation in the 
Sullivan book, but because of translation 
difficulties, the enormous quantity of mate
rial by the prolific Lenin to be examined, 
and the fact that the statement may have 
been made orally, and never committed to 
record, they have not yet been able to pro
.vide chapter and verse for this quotation. 

I am very sorry indeed that I cannot docu
ment this quotation. I suppose many of 
us go through life attributing expressions to 
certain persons without ever having any pri
mary factual basis for the quotation. I can 
assure you that if I ever encounter anything 
more definite on this I will let you know. 

Respectfully yours, 
K. H. DOEGE, M. D. 

All that the high-powered publicity boys 
of the AMA can come up with is that the 
purported quotation is carried in a brochure 
written by a notorious poison-pen artist. 
He does not document it, and, I repeat, the 
American Medical Association has not been 
able to find any human source. 

FALSE QUOTATION, DANGEROUS AND mRELEVANT 
Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, I submit those 

responsible for bringing to America this 
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ghost who talks like a mah, are not only 
confusing the true issues, but carried to a 
logical conclusion, might place ·our Ameri
can institutions in real danger. 

Before this House, just a few days ago, the 
words that were spoken across the void 
were quoted for the purpose of discrediting 
and discouraging those of us who advocate 
national health insurance as the only means 
of bringing medical care to all at a cost all 
can afford. · 

Actually, this posthumous utterance from 
the lips of Lenin not only has no relevance 
but is a deliberate perversion of th_e facts: 
The truth is that national health insurance 
is the opposite of Soviet medicine; in fact, 
it is our only bulwark against socialized 
medicine. 

You have heard this pointed out and 
proven many times. But it makes no differ
ence · how often the provisions of the na
tional health-insurance bill itself are read 
and shown to be almost the complete an
tithesis of socialized medicine. That term 
continues to be repeated, again and again, by 
those who hope to · enlist fear on their side 
if they cannot enlist reason. Their aim is 
to scare the people. 

Now they have Lenin doing it. They do 
not like national health insurance. So here 
is the formula: Call it socialized medicine, 
and tell the American people Lenin likes it. 
Anything Lenin likes, we do not like. We 
will have no part of it. 
MISUSE OF FALSE QUOTE LEADS TO ABSURDITY 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is a dangerous 
formula. It is so happened t _hat Lenin lilted 
public education, public schools. 

If those who have smuggled Lenin's ghost 
into America are going to let him go around 
telling our people, through the mouths of 
Congressmen, what he liked and did not like, 
and if we let ourselves be guided accordingly, 
then what is to become of our compulsory 
public-school system? Are we to abolish 
them because Lenin liked public schools? 

Shall we stop eating bread because Lenin 
liked it? 

Lenin was one of the greatest exponents 
in his country of mechanized agriculture. 
Is this America's cue to scrap all our trac
tors and threshing machines? 

Finally, although Lenin never made the 
st~tement attributed to him in this House 
last Monday on the subject of socialized 
medicine, he did have a great deal to say 
about the health of the people. He was all 
for it. Does this mean, Mr. Speaker, that 
because Lenin was for health we· must be 
for sickness? 

AMA USED TO CALL VOLUNTARY HEALTH 
COMMUNISTIC 

There was a time when the American Medi
cal Association called the voluntary health 
insurance they now advocate communism. 
That was a misnomer. If we are going to 
debate voluntary health insurance, let us 
call it by its true name, and not com
munism. And if we are going to debate as 
between voluntary and compulsory health 
insurance, let us not deceive ourselves that 
we are debating between communism and 
socialism. 

Let us not call our public-school system 
socialized education because it happens to 
be compulsory. 

Let us not call our workmen's compensa
tion laws socialized insurance because they 
are enacted by legislatures. 

AMERICA'S DOCTORS WILL NOT ACCEPT LIES 
And let us not call health insurance so

cialized medicine merely because it is the 
logical and inevitable complement to much 
other legislation that has been passed to 
safeguard our American way of life 

I have an abiding faith in the integrity of 
the ra.nk and file of the medical profession. 
I believe America's doctors are honest. · I do 
not believe they will tolerate the spread of 

untruth-..:.<Iemonstrated untruth-even to 
win a point in the bitterest controversy. 

I believe there are thousands of American 
doctors who do not like to see their profes
sion demeaned by the wheedling, soap-sell
ing techniques and sloganeering which are 
being employed by the political hucksters 
who are now speaking in their names to the 
American people. 

These men are busy witli their medical 
practice. They have neither the time, the 
opportunity nor the inclination to check 
such · a matter as the writings and public 
utterances of Lenin or of anybody else the 
AMA lobby chooses to quote as ' authority. 

But when they know deliberate untruths 
are being spoken by those whom our doctors 
are forced to pay as their organized pub
licity agents, I do not believe America's doc
t .ors will stand for such tactics. 
AMA MUST WITHDRAW MISLEADING PAMPHLET 

I believe these doctors, good Americans, 
and their fellow citizens in all other walks 
of life, will join me in demanding that the 
American Medical Association stop circulat
ing the pamphlet entitled "The Voluntary 
Way Is the American Way," a scurrilous and 
misleading attack on President Truman's 
health program, which contains, among 
many other misstatements, the alleged but 
nonexistent quotation from Lenin. 

In the name of common honesty, let( the 
American Medical Association prove the au
thenticity of that quotation, or let them an
nounce their intention to cease publish
ing it. 

Above all, Mr. Speaker, let us ask the .AMA 
to send the ghost of Vladimir Illyitch Lenin 
back to Russia and-for all time-leave him 
there. 

Mr. Speaker, I renew my demand that 
this misleading pamphlet be Withdrawn 
from circulation as an act of honest 
decency. · 

But apparently these actions of Whit
aker and Baxter are only the beginning. 
The AMA has already promised an un
precedented multimillion-dollar adver
tising barrage to be laid down in. the 
peculiarly strategic and political month 
of October. 

TIE-IN WITH REACTIONARY GROUPS 

The new management of the AMA is 
not content with its lobbying and politi-

. cal advertising campaign either. One of 
organized medicine's strangest adven
tures into alliance with other reactionary 
groups is a tie-up with the Committee 
for Constitutional Government, an or
ganization whose prime mover, Dr. Ed
ward Rumely, is now the target of the 
House Lobby Committee's contempt
citation proceedings. 

State medical societies have bought 
and distributed tens of thousands of 
copies of John T. Flynn's hysterically 
anti-Fair Deal nonsense. The Road 
Ahead, a book distributed by the Com
mittee for Constitutional Government in 
the hope it would persuade the emo
tionally unstable that the American peo
ple have been voting for the wrong lead
ers and policies for the last 20 years. 

A more direct connection has been the 
participation of the AMA's top Wash
ington lobbyists in the formation of the 
National Committee to Limit Federal 
Taxing Powers. Who were the fell ow 
participants? Why, such Washington 
luminaries as Herbert ("Democracy 
Stinks") Nelson the big real-estate 
lobbyist, Representative RALPH GWINN, 
the paid columnist of the Committee 
for Constitutional Government, and all 

the other ultrareactionaries who believe 
that the Federal Government is not 
really here to stay. 

While this more formal alliance is rel
atively new, the ideological tieup is a 
matter of history. Poor Dr. Fishbein, of 
whom one doctor wrote that he was sent 
to his prison cell without even the usual 
privileges of pencil and paper, was one of 
the most strident voices in America for 25 
years, and the stridency was always at 
t;he prospect of change in the status quo. 

AMA PRESIDENT'S SPEECH STRICTLY POLITICAL 

One of his successors is no less noisy, 
no less committed to turning the clock 
back and keeping it in the calendar year 
of 1875. That is Dr. Elmer Henderson, 
new president of the AMA. In his inau
gural address, for which the AMA bought 
national network radio time in one of the 
finest illustrations of bad judgment in 
organizational history, he delivered him
self of some really resounding platitudes. 

It was worth listening to for one rea
son, it once and for all put the AMA on 
the side of those conservative Republi
cans of the Gabrielson line and it showed 
exactly where AMA money was going to 
be spent during the campaign ahead. It 
accused the present elected representa
tives of the people of the United States
the men for whom a majority of Amer
icans had cast their votes with respect 
and confidence-of being sick with in
tellectual dishonesty, avarice, moral lax
ity, and reckless excesses. 

That, coming from the AMA. 
I commented on · Dr. Henderson's 

speech on June 29 at some length. Every 
thing I said then still holds. I ask unan
imous consent to insert these remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

THE AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Speaker, the American 

Medical Association is now holding its an
nual meeting in San Francisco. The AMA 
is the country's largest scientific organiza
tion. By its very nature, the AMA must 
play a major role in the advancement of the 
national health. The delegates to its con
vention carry a tremendous responsibility 
to the welfare not only of this country, but 
the world. Those delegates represent the 
finest health facilities and the greatest fund 
of technical knowledge in medical history. 

It is only natural that a good many Amer
icans should have looked to San Francisco 
this week for guidance in many matters. 
If they heard the inaugural address of Dr. 
Elmer Henderson, incoming president of the 
AMA, they must now be looking elsewhere. 
· Just this Tuesday, with the United States 
in the midst of crisis, facing the possibility 
of a major war, Dr. Henderson ignored the 
urgent need to shore up our national health 
defenses in the E.hortest possible time. In
stead he delivered a cliche-packed, reaction
ary tirade against the elected Representa
tives of our Government. 

He attempted to ally the doctors of Amer
ica, many of whom oppose Dr. Henderson's 
personal political beliefs, with the most ex
treme elements of right-wing conservatism. 

Standing directly under Sir Luke Fildes' 
famous picture of a physician and patient 
with the AMA motto "Keep politics out of 
this picture," Dr. Henderson not only put 
politics into the picture, but did it with 
an unseemly violence and a resort to polit
ical mudslinging unmatched in the ordi
narily dignified behavior of medical meet
ings. 

Dr. Henderson's address rang with the 
patent insincerity of the huckster slogans 
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and phrases of the publicity team which now 
speaks for America's doctors in the name of 
the AMA. He attacked our Government as 
"sick with intellectual dishonesty, moral 
laxity, and with reckless excesses,'' and 
charged the administration with a campaign 
to gain control over all fields of human en
deavor to make this a socialistic state. These 
wild charges and political mudslinging will 
become the head of an organization whose 
objective should be scientific progress. 

The rest of Dr. Henderson's talk bears out 
the fact that scientific truth is not the goal 
of the present leadership of organized medi
cine. An analysis of his remarks will show 
that he used the same misrepresentations 
and distortions that many doctors and other 
thoughtful Americans have unhappily come 
to associate with the AMA. Here are a few 
examples: 

First. In attacking national health in
surance as socialized medicine, Dr. Hen
derson is merely repeating the same scare 
phrase that was used to characterize old- · 
age and unemployment insurance and other 
measures pass~d by the administration with 
the enthusiastic support of the American 
people. The American people know that 
national health insurance is in !act the best 
protection against state medicine. 

Second. In extolling American health rec
ords as the best in the world-which they 
are-Dr. Henderson proudly cited declining 
death rates resulting from tuberculosis, 
diphtheria, and smallpox as an achievement 
of American medicine. He neglected to add 
that the AMA fought against reporting com
municable diseases, compulsory vaccinations 
for smallpox, and public provision for im
munization against diphtheria-measures 
that made the campaign against these dis
eases possible. The AMA also called these 
measures socialistic. The decline in infant 
mortality also cited is largely due, as Dr. 
Henderson ought to know, to local and State 
public health departments and to the 
Children's Bureau of the Federal Security 
Agency. 

Third. Dr. Henderson denies that there is 
a doctor shortage. Politicians, he says, are 
attempting to "create a crisis over an alleged 
shortage in this country; the ratio of doc
tors to population is higher than anywhere 
else in the world except Israel." But the 
AMA's own propaganda admits that there 
is a serious doctor shortage in many areas. 
Right now to bring every State up to the 
present standards of the 12 best equipped 
States, we need 20 percent more doctors
and that is just the basic minimum. The 
deans of the leading medical schools sup
port Federal aid to enable their schools to 
enlarge their student bodies. And our 
Armed Forces have never been able to get 
the necessary numbers of doctors to meet a 
real crisis. 

Fourth. Dr. Henderson points to our grow
ing hospital system, stating that there are 
1,500,000 hospital beds in this country now 
serving 16,000,000 patients. Is it a mere 
oversight that he did not also say that over 
two-thirds of these beds are operated by 
Government--local, State, and Federal agen
cies-because private hospitals have never 
met our needs. 

But what is even more important, certain 
areas of this country are woefully lacking 
in hospital facilities. Dr. Henderson must 
know that only 14 counties in every 100 meet 
the minimum accepted standard of 4V2 gen
eral hospital beds per 1,000 population. Four 
out of 10 counties where 15,000,000 Ameri
cans live have no acceptable general hospital. 

Fifth. Dr. Henderson states that voluntary 
health insurance is the way to take the eco
nomic shock out of illness. He predicts that 
in a few years the problem will be largely 
resolved. What problems? Why the problem 
whose existence he spends so much time 
denying, the problem of adequate medical 
care for all. Dr. Henderson did not mention 
that Blue Shield plans with their limited 

coverage protect only 9 percent of the popu
lation and provide little other than protec
tion for some types of surgery. He failed 
also to point out that only 2 percent of the 
American people have complete insurance 
protection such as they would get under na
tional health insurance-because only 2 per
cent can afford such protection at the high 
rates charged by existing voluntary and com
mercial insurance plans. 

Millions of Americans know from bitter 
experience that high-priced voluntary plans 
automatically exclude those who need pro
tection most, the aged, those with chronic 
diseases, and those who simply cannot af- · 
ford the high cost and the low benefits which 
the voluntary plans offer. 

Dr. Henderson did not mention the AMA's 
own shabby record of opposing any volun
tary plans which it cannot control-con
sumer, farm and labor cooperatives. In 
1943, the Supreme Court convicted the AMA 
of monopoly practices in fighting one health
cooperative and two more cases are before 
the courts right now for the same reason. 
The AMA's real attitude toward voluntary 
health insurance was summed up when the 
voluntaries first began, when they were de- · 
scribed in an editorial in the AMA Journal 
as socialism, communism, inciting to revo
lution. For 20 years, the AMA took this offi
cial stand despite pressure from its own 
members to change. The change took place 
only when the AMA officialdom saw they 
must offer some substitute for a good com
prehensive national health plan. 

The charges levelled by Dr. Henderson 
this week might carry more weight if or
ganized medicine had shown any inclination 
to work out a sound, constructive program 
for so~ving our health problems. So long as 
organized medicine turns its energies away 
from scientific advancement and toward ir
responsible political attacks on our elected 
Government, so long will the AMA have to 
be regarded as a reactionary, self-seeking 
interest. 

The oath of office which Dr. Henderson 
took Tuesday night over a Nation-wide hook
up adjured him to "pi:omote public health 
and welfare, to improve health standards 
of the American people, and to devote him
self to the task of bringing improved medical 
care .within the reach of the American 
p~ople." How can Dr. Henderson live up 
to that solemn oath when he refuses even 
to admit that public health and welfare is 
a genuine concern, that health standards . 
need improving, or that adequate health care 
is now beyond the reach and the pocket
books of millions of Americans? 

Dr. Henderson might well read carefully 
the address of one of his fello1:7 speakers 
at the AMA convention, that of Brig. Gen. 
James Stevens Simmons, dean of the Harvard 
School of Public Health. 

In his talk as reported in the New York 
Times, General Simmons pointed out that 
in the present uncertain ·international situ
.ation "all problems of health assume a 
dominant role." 

In addition to the general problems of 
public health, he warned, we must be pre
pared to meet the entirely new threat of un
announced atomic and biologic warfare. 

. General Simmons might have added that 
we badly need more doctors and more nurses 
to meet these new conditions. Yet, the AMA 
continues its stubborn opposition to legis
lation to help failing medical schools meet 
their growing obligations. 

As the general concluded, and I quote: 
"I am also sure that the American physi

cian now has his greatest opportunity to serve 
the Nation by giving his complete support 
not only to good medical care, but to pre
ventive medicine and public health. The 
future security of the country will reflect 
the manner in which he fulfills this responsi
bility." 

We have spoken of advertising cam- · 
paigns, of alliances, of national 
speeches-all of which cost money. 
How much tnoney has all this cost? 
Well, as of the latest lobbying reports 
filed with the House, the AMA lobby and 
its allies-big business, insurance, and 
real-estate lobbies-averaged about $10,-
000 a day every day from January 1 to 
March 31. There has been no slowing 
of that rate since arid the millions-plus 
to be spent in October will jump even 
that astronomical figure. In 1949, the 
AMA alone spent $2,000,000 for these 
purposes and distributed 55,000,000 
pieces of literature containing every
thing from its discredited quotations 
from Lenin to the downright lies about 
national health insurance. 

In all this there is of course a moral,. 
a moral so obvious that it need hardly be . 
stated, but so important that it must be 
repeated over and over again. 

The AMA, through a combination of 
circumstances, has become as selfish, as 
avaricious, as politically dangerous as 
the NAM. Those of us who serve in Con
gress have long recognized the NAM for 
what it is. We have refused to bow to 
its demands, to truckle to its point of 
view. · We have recognized the obliga
tions of the government to the people it. 
serves and have acted on them regardless 
of the NAM. We have known that there 
could be no compromise with the NAM 
troglodyte, that it would always oppose . 
any honest liberal, no matter how lim
ited his liberal views. 

Let us recognize that the same is now 
true of the AMA. You will not satisfy 
its crusted clique of phrasemongers with 
opposition to national health insurance, 
with refusal even to consider Federal aid 
to medical education. If you are . for 
public housing or rent control, for an 
excess-profits tax or equitable labor leg
islation, the AMA will be on the side of 
your opponents. This is war and we 
might as well recognize it. 

I, for one, accept the gauntlet. Until 
the doctors now buried beneath the hard 
crust break through and reorganize the 
AMA in the image of its many decent and 
progressive members, let it be war. Only 
I warn the AMA that it fights not .just a 
vocal few, it fights the American people 
who want a decent health standard for 
all, just as they have wanted and for the 
most part achieved a decent living stand
ard for all. 

SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS] is recog
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks and include a letter 
from the National Association of Woolen 
and Worsted Overseers.) 

TEXTILE TARIFFS 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to remind the 
House that over 2 months ago I asked 
for a hearing on my bill which would au
thorize the Speaker to appoint Members 
of Congress to be observers at the Tor
quay, England, Reciprocal Trade Agree
ment Conference. It is perfectly Qbvious, 
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as per this letter that I am inserting in 
the RECORD, that many of our industries 
will have great difficulty in having any 
business at all if the tariff is still further 
cut, and we certainly ought to have 
concessions if our people are to be kept 
at work. It is vitally important at this 
t ime that the economy of our country 
be strong. 

Mr. Speaker, the letter I referred to is 
as follows: 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
WOOLEN AND WORSTED OVERSEERS, 

Holyoke, Mass. , August 22, 1950. 
Hon. EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, 

Member of Congress, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN: At our recent semi
·~nnual meeting our association unanimously 
·voted to send you this letter protesting 
against any further cuts in the textile-tariff 
rates because we honestly_ believe that they 
threaten the future of our industry and our 
jobs as well as those of the help under us 
in the textile mills of the country. 

In this connection, we would like to give 
you an outstanding example in corroboration 
of our fears. If you will remember, Mr. 
President, after· World War I the Japanese 
textile economy became highly developed. 
As a consequence, and because of its low
wage scale and longer hours of work Japan 
was able to undersell the world in text iles. 
The influx of Japanese wool and cotton goods 
into this couz:i.try became so serious that-the 
cotton industry of the South sent a commis
sion to Japan to ask the Japanese textilists 
to not only stop increasing their sales of 
textiles to this country but to reduce them 
if possible. Our textile industry simply could 
not meet the ruinous prices of the Japanese 
under the tariff rates that then existed even 
with our modernized equipment in place. 
And this was before there was as much re
duction in textile rates as now exists. 

Moreover, what Japan did to the textile 
industry of this country and to other high
wage textile nations at that time, other 
low-wage textile countries were able to dupli
l-te like, for instance, Czechoslovakia which 
undersold us on shoes, linens, and other tex
tile items. So we ask you, Mr. President, 
in all sincerity how much worse will the 
situation become if the textile tariff rates 
are given a further cut that will enable the 
low-wage textile countries to sell their goods 
on our markets easier than before in com
petition with our textile industry operating 

. under the highest wage scale in the world. 
Multiply the examples of Japanese and 

Czechoslovakian potentialities with that of 
other low-wage textile nations out to sell 
us under still more attractive textile tariff 
rates and perhaps you can then understand 
our fears for our industry and our jobs. 

For your own information the National 
Association of Woolen Worsted Overseers, es
tablished in 1885, is the largest organization 
of its kind in the world reaching in to every 
mill in the wool-manufacturing industry. 
It is the parent organization of all the over
seer group organizations that recently sent 
you a combined letter of protest against any 
further cuts in the textile tariff. The letter 
was headed by the Pennsylvania Textile 
Executives Association and we, as a body, 
voted to unanimously subscribe to its con
tents. 

For your further information there are 
over 900 wool-manufacturing plants in the 
United States in which more than 4,700 pro
duction executives are employed. Under the 
direction of these men there are anywhere 
from 40 to 100 employees in each department 
of a textile plant so you can visualize that 
our association is one of high standing, in
fluence, and authority in the production end 
of the textile industry. 

Trusting that you will weigh as carefully 
as you can our strong reasons for ~sking 
that there be no further cuts in the textil~ 
tariff, we are, 

Respectfully yours, 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WOOLEN AND 

WORSTED OVERSEERS, 
CHARLES AULERICH, President. 
JAMES J . BURNS, Secretary. 

P. S.-To you, a Member of Congress from 
the textile States, to whom we are sending 
a copy of this letter to President Truman
we ask that you add your unqualified appeal 
to the President and the State Department 
not to cut the textile tariff rates any further 
if we are to preserve our industry and our 
jobs from ruinous low pric'e foreign competi
tion. A note from you placing yourself on 
record will be most appreciated. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House the gentleman from In
diana [Mr. WILSON] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

FOREIGN POLICY 

Mr. WILSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, I have tried never to impose on the 
membership of this body of legislators 
with political harangues meant only to 
:r;ass the time, fill up columns in the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and get pet gripes off 
my chest. I am not that eager to see my 
name in print, and I hope I never sink to 
that sort of demagogy. The time has 
now come to speak a piece which has 
been ~n a slow boil inside me fbr a long 
time. If my words seem to cut a little 
deeply in places, rem~mber they have 
been honed against the sharp practices 
of the present administration. 

It is beyond my powers of self-con
trol, Mr. Speaker, to stand quietly while 
such a man as the President stoops to 
cut-throat politics against such a man as 
General MacArthur. It is common 
knowledge that the brilliance of Mac
·Arthur, the sheer genius of the man as a 
military leader, and his luster as a public 
figure has galled our last two Presidents 
to the raw. However, the better man of 
the two always managed to keep a civil 
tongue in his head, though he may have 
had to bite it now and again. 

The lesser of our last two Presidents 
seems to have a tongue hung in the mid
dle and loose at both ends-with a head 
to match. It is a shame that someone 
close to him did not joggle his elbow be
fore he publicly spanked the man who 
has done more than anyone else to stop 
the Communists in Korea. However, 
this incident but proves again that the 
last two administrations have been in 
mortal fear that if and when MacArthur 
chose to challenge their policies publicly 
that the people would rally behind him 
in spite of everything the "free-lunch
ers" could do. 

Consequently, any small quirk of a 
MacArthur finger prompts the Washing
ton propaganda boys to jump on their 
mimeographs and race like crazy to the 
nearest headline in an effort to keep the 
American people from knowing the truth 
about this man and his heroic service to 
our country. 

Like most of Mr. Truman's best laid 
plans, his criticism of MacArthur's state'." 
ment about Formosa has backfired as 
usual. He meant to embarrass the gen
eral and squash his statement to the 
VFW encampment in Chicago; instead 

he made like Boston and by his banning 
of the-statement caused millions to read 
it who otherwise never would have 
bothered. 

Suffice it to say that Gen. Douglas 
MacArthur has done more to combat 
communism in Japan, on the very door
step of the Kremlin, than the entire 
Truman administration has done to clear 
the Reds out of Washington. 

The rebuke was pure precinct-level 
politics, as are 90 percent of the actions 
of H. Truman, incorporated. The whole 
sorry performance smacks of the back 
alley training the Missouri gang got un
der T. Pendergast, and as such is totally 
unworthy of the White Home or the ex
ecutive head of this country. This kind 
of spit-spat always follows the cutting 
of the presidential foot-in this case, 
the political embarrassment of trying 
to carry fumble-footed Louis Johnson 
against the people's wishes and trying 
to defend the indefensible record of Dean 
Acheson against the people's will, is 
making the President nervous. 

The people of my district and I are 
sick to the teeth of . this '"I love Harry 
who loves Dean who loves Alger who 
loves Stalin" business. This trend in 
Government has become a modern chain 
gang, with a distinguished Marylander 
bringing up the rear, whitewash bucket 
and all. 

If the people of. this country wonder 
whatever became of the sneaky little 
·boys who used to write dirty words on 
outhouses, I can tell you where they 
are-they are in this administration be
hind mimeographs trying to destroy the 
reputations of better men than them
selves. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, may I ask a question of the 
majority leader. I understand there 
may be a recess over next Monday, Labor 
Day. I think that is Consent Calendar 
day. Will there be another day desig
nated as Consent Calendar day "',s a re
sult of that? 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter that 
will have to be taken care of in the 
future. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MULTER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in three 
instances and in each to include ex
traneous matter. 

Mr. PRICE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude a speech before the VFW by the 
Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. MURDOCK (at the request of Mr. 
MANSFIELD) was given permission to ex
tend his remarks and to include extrane
ous material. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an editorial from the Dominion 
News. 

Mr. DAVENPORT asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
and include an editorial from the Sun 
Coast News. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN asked and was given · 
permission to extend his remarks in 
three instances and include extraneous 
material. 
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Mr. VURSELL asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances. 

Mr. LOVRE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks. . 

Mr. HAGEN asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks. 

Mr. JUDD asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. HALE asked and was given per
mission to extend his own remarks in 
the Appendix of the RECORD and also to 
extend his remarks in the Appendix and 
include a radio broadcast on the Mac
Arthur episode. 

Mr. McCORMACK asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
in the Appendix of the RECORD and in
clude therein a letter· received from Di
rector General James s. Simmons, con
nected with the School of Public Health 
of Harvard University, in support of the 
medical education bill not reported out 
of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mrs. NORTON, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled a bill of the House of the 
fallowing title, which was thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 7941. An act to amend and supple
ment the Federal-Aid Read Act, approved 
July 11, 1916 (39 Stat. 355), as amended and 
supplemented, to authorize appropriations 
for continuing the construction of highways, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signa
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 456. An act to authorize the construc
tion, protection, operation, and maintenance 
of a public airport in or in the vicinity of the 
District of Columbia. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE ~RESIDENT 

Mrs. NORTON, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on this day present 
to the President, for his approval, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 7941. To amend and supplement the 
Federal-Aid Road Act, approved July 11, 1916 
(39 Stat. 355), as amended and supplemented, 
to authorize appropriations for continuing 
the construction of highways, and for other 
purposes; and 

H. R. 8726. To amend the Tariff Act of 1930 
to exempt from duty sound recordings fqr 
news broadcasts and in connection with 
moving-picture news reels. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; according
ly <at 6 o'clock and 26 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, August 31, 1950, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

1656. A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of the Interior, transmitting copies of 

legislation passed by the Municipal Council 
of St. Thomas and St. John and by the 
Municipal Council of St. Croix, pursuant to 
section 16 of the Organic Act of the Virgin 
Islands of the United States, approved June 
22, 1936; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

1657. A letter from the Acting Archivist 
of the United States, transmitting a report 
on records proposed for disposal and lists 
or · schedules covering records proposed for 
disposal by certain Government agencies; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. VINSON: Committee of conference. S. 
4071. An act to provide allowances for de
pendents of enlisted members of the uni
formed services, to suspend certain provi
sions of the Career Compensation Act of 
1949, and for other purposes; withou t 
amendment , (Rept. No. 3019). Ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PETERSON: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 8028. A bill to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to dispose of the remain
ing Government lots in the town site of St. 
Marks, Fla.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
3020). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETERSON: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 7302. A bill to amend the act of July 
14, 1943, relating to the establishment of the 
George Washington Carver National Monu
ment, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 3021). Ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 833. Resolution for considera
tion of H. R. 9320, a bill to amend the Civil 
Aeronautics Act of 1938, as amended; with
out amendment . (Rept. No. 3023). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: Select Committee on 
Lobbying Activities. Report on proceedings 
against Edward A. Rumely (Rept. No. 3024). 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: Select Committee on 
Lobbying Activities. Report on proceedings 
against William L. Patterson (Rept. No. 
3025) . Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROOKS: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 8594. A bill to provide for the acqui
sition, construction, expansion, rehabilita
tion, conversion, and joint utilization of 
facilities necessary for the administration 
and training of units of the Reserve com
ponents of the Armed Forces of the United 
States, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 3026). Ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PETERSON: Committee on Public 
Lands. S. 3136. An act to authorize the Sec
retary of the Interior to transfer to the town 
of Mills, Wyo., a sewage system located in 
such town; without amendment (Rept. No. 
3028). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. · 

Mr. PETERSON: Committee on Public 
Lands. H. R. 6862. A bill to provide for the 
disposition of tribal funds of the Confed- · 
erated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, 
Wash.; without amendment (Rept. No. 3029). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. DAWSON: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 9038. An act to authorize the Presi
dent to determine the form of the national 
budget and of departmental estimates, to 
modernize and simplify governmental ac
counting and auditing methods and pro
cedures, and for other purposes; '\\Tithout 
amendment (Rept. No. 3030). Ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. DOYLE: Committee on Armed Serv
ices. H. R. 7735. A bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to grant to the South
ern California Edison Co. an easement and 
right-of-way for electric transmission line 
purposes in the Santa Fe Flood Control Basin 
and the San Gabriel River improvement, 
California; with amendment (Rept. No. 
3022). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. MORRIS: Committee on Public Lands. 
H. R. 8877. A bill authorizing the Secretary 

. of the Interior to issue patents in fee to 
certain allottees on the Blackfeet Indian 
Reservation; with amendment (Rept. No. 
3027). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev
erally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARING: 
H. R. 9578. A bill to provide for the eradica

tion and control of poisonous weeds, espe
cially Halogeton glomeratus, on range and 
pasture lands in the several States and terri
tor!es, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CASE of South Dakota: 
H. R. 9579. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Agriculture to conduct research and ex
periments with respect to methods of con
trolling and producing precipitation in 
moisture-deficient areas; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KARST: 
H. R. 9580. A bill to amend the Selective 

Service Act of 1948 to provide for the de
portation of certain citizens of foreign coun
tries relieved from liabilities for training and 
service; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 
H. R. 9581. A bill to provide that certain en

listed men retired for physical disab111ty shall 
not be denied mustering-out pay; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
H. R. 9582. A bill to fac1lita.te wine pro

duction, to modify present requirements 
with respect thereto, and for other purposes; 
to the Com:i;nittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: 
H. R. 9583. A bill to strengthen the na

tional defense by affording further relief 
to persons in the military service of the 
United States through the suspension of the 
enforcement of civilian liab111t~es or obli
gations secured by home mortgages or by 
similar security arising out of the ownership 
of certain residential real property, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. FULTON: 
H. R. 9584. A bill to amend section 61 of 

of the National Defense Act, as amended (32 
U. S. C. 194), for. the purpose of providing 
authority to the several States, Territories, 
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Virgin 
Islands, and the Canal Zone to organize 
military forces and to provide for pay and 
allowances, travel, arms, ammunition, uni
forms, 'equipment, medical, and other mili
tary supplies as deemed necessary to enable 
such forces to execute their internal security 
missions within or without their respective 
States and Territories, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. HUBER: 
H. R. 9585. A bill to impose an excess

profits tax; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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By Mr. RODINO: 

H. Con. Res. 277. Concurrent resolution for 
the establishment of a United Nations 
Police Authority; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HERTER: 
H. Con. Res. 278. Concurrent resolution to 

clarify responsibility for acts of aggression; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JUDD: 
H. Con. Res. 279. Concurrent resolution to 

clarify responsibility for acts of aggression; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALE: 
H. Con. Res. 280. Concurrent resolution to 

clarify responsibility for acts of aggression; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

P R IVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT of Pennsylvania: 
H. R. 9586. A bill for the relief of David 

Bibliowicz, Sara Bibliowicz (nee Goldstein), 
and Azriel Bibliowicz; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H. R. 9587. A bill for the relief of Josef 
Bibliowicz, Margalit Bibliowicz (nee Katz), 
Abraham Bibliowicz, and Meyer Bibliowicz; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Florida: 
H . R. 9588. A bill for the relief of Sonja 

Lohmann and her minor son; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. DOUGLAS: 
H. R. 9589. A bill for the relief of Robert 

B. Cooper; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. FULTON: 
H. R. 9590. A bill for the relief of Margaret 

K. N. Miller; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. HELLER: 
H. R. 9591. A bill for the relief of Anasta

sia X anthos Volianitou Panagakos; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERTER: 
H . R . 9592. A bill for the relief of Dan 

Cami! Manuila; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACOBS: 
H . R. 9593. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Aurelia McGuire; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: 
H . R. 9594. A bill for the relief of Theodore 

C. Messerve; to the Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

By Mr. KLEIN: 
H . R . 9595. A bill for the relief of Leonard 

Emanuel Irving; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: 
H. R . 9596. A bill for the relief of Violet 

Saliba; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

H. R. 9597. A bill to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to convey per
petual and irrevocable rights-of-way to cer
tain lands in the public domain and title 
in fee simple to certain other lands in the 
public domain to Kaiser Steel Corp.; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, AuGus:r 31, 1950 

(Legislative day of Thursday, July 20, 
1950) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

Rev. F. Norman Van Brunt, associate 
minister, F~undry Methodist Church, 

Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 

Since it is of Thy mercy, O gracious . 
Father, that another day is added to 
our lives, we pause in this quiet moment 
to dedicate them to the service of our fel
low men. We give thanks with deep hu
:rp.ility that we are summoned to live and 
give in such a time. Keep us ever mind
ful that we have been set apart to serve 
in a climactic hour, that our thoughts, 
our attitudes, our words, and our acts are 
not our own, but go out from this place 
to influence and to mold the structure of 
human relationships. For the fabric 
and fiber which we shall put into our task 
this day, prepare us now, we beseech 
Thee, 0 God. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. MYERS, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Wednes
day, August 30, 1950, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT
APPROV AL OF BILL 

Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, and he announced that on 
August 30, 1950, the President had ap
proved and signed the act (S. 2868) to 
incorporate the Future Farmers of Amer
ica, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 4029) to 
amend the Selective Service Act of 1948, 
as amended, so as to provide for special 
registration, classification, and induc
tion of certain medical, dental, and al
lied specialist categories, and for other 
purposes, with an amendment, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3905) to 
amend section 3121 of the Internal Reve
nue Code; asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
DOUGHTON, Mr. COOPER, Mr. MILLS, Mr. 
REED of New York, and Mr. WOODRUFF 
were appointed managers on the part 
of the House at the conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed the following bills 
and joint resolution, in which it re
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 8546. A bill to amend the Philippine 
Property Act of 1946; 

H. R. 9484. A bill to authorize the Secre
tary of the Treasury to effect the settlement 
of claims for losses and damages inflicted 
upon the Portuguese territory of Macao by 
United States Armed Forces during World 
War II in. violation of neut ral rights; and 

H.J. Res. 537. Joint resolution making 
emergency appropriations for the fiscal year 
1951, and for other purposes. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. MYERS. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will call the roll. 

The roll · was called, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken Holland Millikin 
Benton Humphrey Morse 
Brewster Hunt Mundt 
Bricker Ives Murray 
Butler Jenner Myers 
Byrd Johnson, Colo. Neely 
Capehart Johnson, Tex. O'Conor 
Chapman Johnston, S. C. O'Mahoney 
Chavez Kefauver P epper 
Connally Kem Robertson 
Cordon Kerr Russell 
Darby Kilgore Saltonstall 
Donnell Know land Schoeppel 
Douglas Langer Smith, Maine 
Dworshak Leahy Smith, N. J. 
Ecton Lehman Sparkman 
Ellender Lodge Stennis 
Ferguson Long Taylor 
Fulbright McCarran Thomas, Okla. 
George McCarthy Thomas, Utah 
Gillett e McClellan Thye 
Graham McFarland T ydings 
Green McKellar Watkins 
Gurney McMahon Wherry 
Hendrickson Magnu son Wllliams 
Hickenlooper Malone Withers 
Hill Martin Young 
Hoey Maybank 

Mr. MYERS. I announce that the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. ANDER
SON], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
HAYDEN], and the Senator from Illinois 
LMr. LucAs] are absent on public busi
ness. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY], and the Senator from Dela
ware [Mr. FREAR] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EASTLAND] is absent because of illness. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce 
that the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
CAIN] , the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY], the Senator from Michi
gan [Mr. VANDENBERG] and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY] are absent 
by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is absent because of ill
ness. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. FLAN
DERS] is absent by leave of the Senate 
on official business as a temporary alter
nate Governor of the World Bank. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. TAFT] is 
necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senators be per
mitted to submit petitions and memo
rials, introduce bills and joint resolu
tions, and present routine matters for the 
RECORD, without debate and without 
speeches. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following communications 
and a letter, which were· ref erred as in
dicated: · 
SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, GENERAL SERVICES 

ADMINISTRATION (S. Doc. No. 218) 
A communication from the President of the 

United States, transmitting a supplemental 
estimate of appropriation, in the amount of 
$139,800,000, fiscal year 1951, for the General 
Services Administration (with an accom
panying paper); to the Committee on Ap
propriations and ordered to be prin~d. 
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